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PREFACE 


In many ways other than by wireless, opinions — some of them 
of value and some otherwise — may be broadcasted upon 
^world; and in recent decades various forms of error have thus 
been propagated, and in some cases have gained a long start of 
the truth. 

There are probably few methods of demonstrating truth and 
combating error, whether in science or philosophy, m morality 
or religion, so effective as free discussioRi. The Victoria Insti- 
tute affords a platform for such discussion, and during a long 
course of years has promoted means whereby truth has been 
searched out and error exposed, especially in regard to ques- 
tions that bear upon revealed religion and affect the higher life 
of mankind. 

During the Session i^centiy closed, papers have been read 
on subjects of profoimd importance; and according to custom, 
ad*^ance copies of such papers have been circulated among %up- 
porters of the Institute, in order to ensure purposeful debate 
^ ^of the issues Mised. The present volume gives the text of the 
^aiiers, and summaries of the discussions that followed. • 

Christian students who, on grounds of principle, are accus- ' 
tomed t(t** prove all thingi^ for themselves have no fear when 
confronted with Higher Critical in regani to the#Bible, • 

^ ruor^lio they hesifpte to meet in open^ conflict the apologist for 
materialistic theories,*^ A determination to hold fast that which 

. " : S' S good IS found to go a long way, «when thoughtful men ]oi?i 

fllv ^ « 
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issue in ^.tiriousMebate. And the Members and Associates of 
the Institute ar*e satisfied that mucl^ profit to sound thinking 
has comi out •of the work whidh has been fostered by the 
organisation since its foundation in 186d- 

The Presidency of, the Institute, rendered vacant by the 
<ieatfi of the Earl of Plalsbury, has been accepted by the Very 
•J^everend Henry Wace, D.D., Dean of Canterbury, one of the 
oldest Members, and a much-honoured Vice-President and ^ .■ 

Trustee. •The difficulties of the times have occasioned the loss 
of many supporters; but new helpers are being welcomed from 
month to month. If the importance of the service rendered 
by the Institute to the cause of progressive thought in the 
, ^ interest of Eevealed Eeligion were more generally appreciated, 

‘ /‘ 'these accessions of new Members and Associates would greatly ^ 
increase, and prove a continual cause of encouragement to the 
Council in its labours ‘‘ to the greater Glory of God."’ 


F, A. MoI/ONY, 


Editor. 
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REPORT OP THE COUNCIL POE THE YEAR 1921 
•R.ir.*T> AT THE Annoal Genebal MBETise, May 15th, 1922. 


1. Progress of the Institute, 

The Council of the Institute, in presenting the 53rd Annual 
Eeport to the Members and Associates, are thankful to God to be 
able to report another year of encouraging work. The meetings 
numerously attended and the discussions well sustained, 

’ _ p to the standard of 
and have'made effective appeal to those interested in 


have been l,__ ^ 

proving that the papers read have been up 
past years, and have made effective apy^'*'^ ^ 
the special work of the Society. 

The year has been marked, amongst other things, by an event , 
which has only occurred to the Institute twice before in its histoy 
of over jafty years, the much regretted death of its President. The 
late Earl of Halsbury had occupied thi^ post with distinction for 
18 years, and under his leadership the Victoria Institute has 
traversed, we trust with increased usefulness, this long period, m- ^ 
eluding the difficult years of the war. As an obituary notice wUl 
be found in the Transactions for the year, it will not be necessary 
to add more here, except to say that the Council are thankful to be 
able to announce that the Very Rev. the Dean of Canterbury, a 
Vice-^President of the Society, and long actively associated with its 
work, has yielded to their unanimous invitation and accepted the 


2 . Meetings, 

Twelve ordinary meetings were held during the year 1921 
The papers were— 

‘‘^he Psychology of Man, Experimentally Considered,*’ b; 
Davii) Anueeson-Beeby, Esq., M.D. 

^ lit-Golonel Hi^pe Biddulph, D.S.O. in the Chair. 

Some i-l^flections on how Eppire came toms, and can alon 
- .. be conserved,” by the Rt. Rev. Bishop E. G. Inoham, D.D 

[ AlfredW.Oke, Esq.# in the Chair. 

Motherhpod,” by Am:and RouTic?, Esq., M.D, 

Maxy ScharEeb,' C.B.E., in the ^ ^ ' 
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P/epbec/,’* by Lt.- Colonel P. A- Molony, 0.B!E, 

W. Hopte, Esq., B.A,^ in the Chair. 

“ P^lblic jSchool Educatiun/’ by tbe Eev. H. Costley WniTEi 
• M.A., Head Master of Westoinster School. 

Prof. H. Langhorne Orchard, M.A., B-Sc., in the Chair. 

* Joshua’s Long Bay/^ by E. Walter Maunder, Esq., F.H.A.S. 

» (With Lantern Illustrations.) 

**' Lt.-Golonel Henry Smith, C.I.E., I.M.S., in the Chair. 

'‘Fgtichism in Central Africa and elsewhere,” by W. Hoste, 
Esq., B.A. 

D. Anderson -Berry, Esq., M.D., LL.D., in the Chair, 

Religion in Mesopotamia, and its Relation to the Prospects of 
Eastern Christendom,’* by the Rev. Canon J. T. 
Parfit, M.A. 

Major General’ Sir George K. Scott-Monerie:ff, K.C.B., in the Chair. * 

“ Tbe Tripartite Nature of Man,” by the Rev. James 
Gosset- Tanner, M.A. ^ 

The Bev. Prebendary H. E. Poi, M.A., in the Chair. 

^‘The Date of Daniel,” by the Rev. W. St. Clair Tisdall., 
M.A.,D.D. • 

Prof. T. G. Pinches, LL-D., M.B.A.S.; in the Chair. 

The Roman Wall in North Britain,” by the Rev. Prebendary 
H. E. Fox, M.A. (With lantern illustrations.) 

. * William Dale, Esq., F.S.A., E.G.S., in the Chair. 

ANNUAL ADDRESS. The Old Testament and the Present 
State of Criticism,” by the Very Rev. H. Wage, D.D., 
Dean of Canterbury. <» 

Alfred T. Schofield, Esq., M.D., in the Chair. 


3. The Journal of Transactions 

;ued in December. The papers themselves are pul 
, with transcripts of the remarks of Members and 
part in the discussion. It would be in place here •to 
irement of Dr. Alfred T. Schofield, Chairman of C* 
e post of Honorary Editor of tli^e Transactions, wh'^h 
bly filled. The best thanks of the Institute are 
aoiield ^or the good £«id exacting work tfijis accomp 
luncil are glad to l^e able to announce that Lt.-Col. 
, 0 B.E. (late R.E.), a Member ol Council, has conse: 
vacant post, which Jb quite honorary* and entail a coj 
Denditure of time and thought. ' « 

■If ■ 
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* 4. Council and Officers, ^ ^ ^ 

The following is the of the Council and Officers for the 


The Very Rev. H. Wace, M,A., D.D., Dean of Canterbury. 

Rev. Canon B. B. Girdlestonc, M.A. #> 

Sir Henry H. Howorth, K.C.I.E., D.C.L., P.R.S. 

Rev. Prebendary Fox, M.A. 

Lt.-Ool. George Maokinlay, late R.A. 

Alfred T. Schofield, Esq., M.D., Chairman of Council. 

Professor H, Danghorne Orchard, M.A., B.Sc. (the late). ^ 

Hanorar^ ^ 

George Anthony King, Esq., M.A. 

Unnnrax'^ (Bhitnr nf iljB f hJirttaL 

Dt.-Col. F. A, Molony, O.B.E. 

Unnurarj ^Bcratar^, ^ajrBrs ©amtnxilBB. 

Lt.-Col, Hope Biddulph. D.S.O. 

^hitarar^ Serratar^. 

William Hoste, Esq., B.A. 

CUrratirH. 

{In Order of Original MUction), 

William Hoste, Esq., B.A. 

Alfred H. Burton, Esq., B.A., M.D., C.M. 
Ernest W. G. Masterman, Esq., F.R.G.S. 
Theodore Roberts, Esq, 

Dt.-Coi. F. A. Molony, O.B.E., late E.B. 

Et.- Col. Hope Bidduiph, D.S O., late B.F.A. 
Col. C. W.^. St. John, late R.E. 

W, Dale, Esq., P.S.A., F.G.S. 


Rev. Chancellor Dias, M.A, 

Prof. T. G. Pinches, DD.D,, M.R.A.S. 

Arthur W. Sutton, Esq., F. L.S. 

Et. Rev, Bishop J. E. C Welldon, D.D. 

Sydney T. Klein, Esq., P.L.S., P.R.A.S. 

J. W. Thirtle, Esq., DD.D., M.R.A.S, 

Alfred William Oke, Esq., B.A., LL.Hm 
Deputy Chairman. 

R. W. Dihdin, Esq., F.B G.S. 

H, Dance Gray,, Esq. 

John Clarke Dick, Esq., M.A, 

E. Duff Smith, Esq. (Incorporated Accountant). 

Mr. A. E. Montague. 

5. Election of Coumil and Officers. 

In accordance with the rules the following Members of the 
Council retiro^by rotation — ^ 

^ Dr. Thirtle, 

B. J. Sewell, Esq., 

^ A. W: Oke, Esq., 

B. W. DJbdin, Esq., 

^ W. Hoste, Esq., 

^ Dr. A. H. Burton, 

and all except Mr. E. J. Sefl^ell offer themselves and are nominated 
by the Conncy for re-election, also Jibe Auditor, Mr. Luff** Smith, 
^who being eligililie^ offers himself for re-election, 

f ' The Election of Dr. Anderson-Berry, Major Pelham-Burn and 
; George Ax^hony King, Esq., M.A. |ts Members of Council is 
recommended to4he Meeting for ^Confirmation, ^ 
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* • 6. Obituary. • 

The Council regret to annonnce the deaths of the following 
Members and Associates : — • 

B. AJjhurafc, Ti)sq., William Barnetfc, Esq., F.R.A.S*, T. B. Bishop, Esq., 
Member of Council, Bev. Camden M. Cpbern, B.D., The Bev. Canon Q. 
Crewdson, M.A., Dr. Alston Ellis, J. A. Gosset, Esq., Alfred Haigh, Esq., The 
Kt. Hon. The Earl of Halsbury, P.G., President of the Institute, C. A. , 

Hirigifton, Esq., M.D., Dr. John Hoskin, K.C., The Bev. A, Irving, D.Sc. The 
Bev. Canon H. Newton, M.A., Professor H. Langhorne Orchard, M.A., B.Sc., 
•¥ice- President of the Institute, The Bev. T, M. B. Paterson, Sir George. J. 
^ith, D.L., J.P., J. P. Stilwell, Esq., J.P., Edward P. Vining, Esq., LL.D., 
H. J. H. de Vismes, Esq., H. S. Williams, Esq., M.A., E.B.A.S. 

m ■ , , 

7. New Memberis and Associates. 

The following are the names of new Members and Associates 
elected up to the end of the year 1921 : — 

Members. -Brig. General H. B. Adair, A. T. Babbs, Esq., E.S.I., The 
Bev. J. A. Brunberg, B.D., The Bev. J. Bussell Howden, B.D., T. B. Hunter, 
Esq., O.B.E., M.I.C.E., E. A. McGill, Esq., M. Sc., A.M.I.C.E., The Ven. 
Ai’chdeacon J. P. Kempthorne, Miss C. Nelson-Smith, Lt. -Colonel Sir Charles ^ 
J. Owens, C.B., W, H. Pibel, Esq., E.S.A,, Mrs. Adelaide E. Piesse, Colonel 
Charles W. B, St. John, John Sterry, Esq., George Wilson, Esq., Dr. Louis 
E. Wood. 

Associates.— 0, M. Alger, Esq., J. G. Althouse, Esq., Miss K. M. 
Beresford, Colonel H. Biddulph, C.M.G., D.S.O., The Eev. J. W. Bowman, 
B.D., Mrs. E. Blackie, Mrs! B. Oarr-Harris, Mrs. H. V. de Satge, James Dunn, 
Esq., Cyril A. Dyer, Esq., W. H. Erizell, Esq., M.A., J.P., The Bev. Charles 
Garratt, H. M. Gilchrist, Esq.^ The Bev. G. E. Henderson, D.D., Major H. J. 
Holness, B.A.V.C., Mrs. W. B. Houghton. Sir Bobert Kennedy, K.C.M.G., 
D.L., J.P., Lieut. Louis Smetham Lee, Bonald Maegregor, Esq., J. H. Manuel, 
Esq., Pastor P. E. Marsh, Miss M. Mayhew, The Bev. A. E. C. Morgan, M.A., 
The Bev. W. E. Oswald Parry, Ellis T. Powell, Esq., D.Sc., LL.B., Lt.-Col, 
A.IJ.D. Biach, E.E., F.B. Bockstro,Esq.,M.D., B.D,, The Bev. W, E. Rowlands, 
M.A., W. G. Walters, Esq., The Bev. W. E. W. WycMe-Jones, M.A., Dr, 
J. A. Widtsoe. 

Corresponding Member, — The Most Bev. The Archbishop of Melbourne. 

8. Number of Members a7id Associates. 

following statement shows the number of Supporters of 
the Institute at the end of December, 1921 : — ^ 


Life Members 

18 

Annual Members ... 

... • 95 

Life Associates .... 

55 

Annual Associates 

... 248 

Missionary Associates 

18 

Library Associates ... * ... 

29 


Total 


458 


shewing a decrease of twelve, a slight redijction on the previous 
year, which was abnormal!)?* fruitful in addition to our mnks. « 



ANNUAL KEPOET. 


• 9. Finance^ f ^ 

The financial condition of the Institute still engages the 
attention of the Council. As a Society we feel tl^e effe^.ts of the 
commercial depression in the City and the Country at larger Indeed 
some of our Members and Associates, from no waning interest in 
the objects and work of the Institute, but in order to retrench, have 
been obliged to resign “their Membership, which, with losses threrugh 
death, fully accounts for the small decrease in our Numbers noted 
above, in spite of an increase of nearly fifty new names to our listr-^ 
The Council are adopting measures to lessen our printing exposes, 
which last year amounted to £424 odd, but fear that they^will have 
once more to make a special appeal to their supporters to tide them 
over the present time of stress, which all hope and believe to be only 
temporary. Our Treasurer for some years past, Mr. Arthur W. 
Sutton, J.P., F.L.S., Member of Council, has found himself obliged, 
for reasons of health, to resign his post. The bef-t thanks of the 
Counoil are due to him for all his kind interest and help in the work 
►of thp Institute, and they express their hope that he will soon be 
able to take his place with them once more at Council Meetings. 
Mr. George A. King, M.A. has kindly consented to fill the vacant post. 


10 , Special Donations^ 

The following special donations have been received: Miss F. 
Helen Freeman, £2 2s. ; The Venerable !l^rchdeacon J. P. Kemp- 
thorne, £10 ; and Miss Caroline Tindall, £1 Is. 


he sale of Tracts for New Times ’’ has continued to give 
Btion. The Council has just issued a reprint of No. 5 “ The 
g of Archeological and Historical Research upon the New 
lent,” by the Rev. Parke P. Flouenoy, D.D,, the supply of 
was exhausted. They have also issued three now Tracts 
g Nos-«7, 8 and 9 of the series : — 

— “ Modern Unrest and the Bible,” by Sir Andbew Wingate, 
E.0.LE. 

— “ The*" Attitude of Science towards Miracles,” by the late 
Prof. Langhoene Oechaed, M. A., B.Sc. (being the Gurming 
Prize for 1909) 

The Old Testament and the Present State of Criticism,” 
by the Very Rev. iJ. Wage, D.D., Dean of Canterbury. ^ 

-r O 

act No. has been translated into Portuguese for the 
ms, and Slavic for the Czech(Jfelovakians and Slavs. It is 
iing^tr an slated* into Chinese by Dr. H. M. Woods of the 
an Chinese Mission. 
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jhoKn^ Orchard, , whose interest in the work of thfe Institute 
been* long and deep. The Ohainnan announced that his 
htexv Mrs. H. E. Cooper, along with her husband, the Ber. 
S. 'Cohper, proposed to found a Triennial Prize in memory 
le Professor, open to Members and Associates. 


^ The Chairman drew attention to the small decrease of twelve 
in the numbers of Members and Associates, and expressed a hope 
that ’^e might make every effort to raise our numbers to 500 
during th^ present year. 

The adoption of the Eeport was seconded by Lieut. -Colonel 
A. S; Boberts, and passed by those present. 

Lieut. -Colonel Hope Bidduhph proposed the preparation of • 
a budget for the coming year, which Mr. E. LuS Smith said was 
•quite feasible. A discussion ensued, in which Messrs. H. Lance 
Gray, E. Harrison and others joined, as to a possible reduction 
in;, expenditure owing to a decrease in the cost of printing and 
paper. Colo*nel Biddulph suggested that much might be doiie 
through judicious advertisement,, in such a way that the prestige 
of the Society should not sufier, but its influence be spread. 

*Tlae second Resolution was proposed by Mr. Henry P. Rudd, 
and seconded by Mr. W. E. Lbsdie: — 

'' That the thanks of the meeting be given to the 
Council Officers and Auditor for their efficient conduct 
• of the business of the Victoria Institute during the year/’ 


sd jDy the Chairman, anc 
^T, that the Very Rev. H. 
)e elected President, and 
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members of Council, Dr. James W. Thirtle, '"Mr. W. Oke, 

Mr. E. W. Dibdin, Mr.^W. Hoste, and Dr. A. H. Burton, be 
re-elected, and that Dr. D. Anderson-Berry„ and (-Major H. 
Pelham Bum be elected members of Council, and that Mr 
George Anthony King, M.A., be elected Treasurer in the place 
of Mr. Arthur W. Sutton, and member of Council. r 


KiNLAY had made kind references 
ition was carried unanimously. 

. r • 

W. E. Leslie, seconded by Mr. 
jh was re-elected as Auditor for the 
ee guineas. 

as proposed by Mr. Leslie and 


was agreed upon unanimously. 



I 


t 
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THE LATE EARL OE HAI^SBUEY. 




Obituaey JSTotice. 




The 'Victoria Institute was founded in 1865 by the late Lord 

• Shaftesbury: on the day after its inauguration he wrote these 
words in his diary : — 

May 25th. — ^Yesterday took chair at Inaugural Meeting of 
Victoria Institute. I dare, as it were, to take Heaven by storm, and 

• assume that God, for His blessed Son^s sake, will prosper and 

advance this Institute, founded, as it is, to show the necessary, 
eternal and Divine harmony between true Science and Eevelation.v ^ \ 

until his /. |/ ' 

death in December, 1885 ; in the following year Sir George Gabriel , , f “ 
Stokes, President of the Eoyal Society, was elected our President, 
and remained with us till his death in 1903, when Lord Halsbury, , / 

whose death, we now mourn, took his place. It is remarkable '.?cV 
that when our late President -accepted the unanimous invitation 
of the Council of the ^Victoria .Institute, he was also Lord • * 

f Chancellor, but though occupying such an exalted and onerous 

position in public life, and though busily engaged in politics and | 

• in writing a very comprehensive book on the laws of England, and 

though past four score years when he became our President, he 
nevertheless took up his duties with us with much energy, so 
highly did he value the usefulness of our Institute in influencing ^4/ 
the thqught of the educated people of our land. He was 
by no means a mere figurehead. He carefully examined and . ‘ t-? 
signed each of our Annual Eeports, he frequently^ presided at ^ ‘ 

when papers were read before the,^ . ' . 

whole Institute. He was an ideal Chairman, as might well be < 

... £ — : 


« 


■» 




I*' 


of one who had occupied the Woolsack for a very con- 
siderable number of years; he was dignified and atert, and with * 
an attractive vein of humour, which always put us at our ease. V; ^ ■ 


He spoke out fully against some of the fallacies of the day, 
the ChristianEcientist and the Mndernist Pmfpfisar bnth ^lamp in 


n Scientist and the Modernist Professor both Game in 
[ted criticism ; for instance,^ he spoke of the latter in 
^ fJAe 21st, 1914)* ** He cannot be gontradicted or 
If anyone brings forward an argument on the ^ 


i 


Professor says that his opponent has made a 
J10 ^003 consid® himself 


'■ < f, ViV. 


en this assertion." 






j. , p 
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J : As lately' as the summer of 1919, he had pro!mised'*to give the 

' ’ Annual Address, but much against his will, he was compelled to 

relinquish his plan, owing to physical weakness;, some months 
[ r 4 r later, only a short time before the end of his life, he sbnt in his 
I ■ f * ; resignation, as he said that at his great age (he was then nearly 
[ . ' . 97 years old) he could not conscientiously fulfil the duties of his 

I ^ post, and he could no longer attend personally- The Coi^ncil 
[ . .\r. replied that they quite understood his position, but they much 

I hoped that he would still remain President of the Institute, even c 

J ^ ' if unable to attend personally, as he was known for so many 

i ^ years in connection with the Victoria Institute, and the retention 

\ of his name as President would greatly help our \'^’’ork. He 

J ' graciously and kindly acceded to our request, on the distinct 

j , understanding that it was to be on the arrangements proposed 

' ■ ' ‘ 

[ ■> Thus, it will be seen how earnestly and how^ faithfully Lord 

[ . ;.Haisbury carried out his duties, beginning at the very commence- 

I ment of his Presidential career and steadfastly continuing up to 

L :f i ' The last part of our late President's term of office embraced the 
I I anxious years of the Great War, and of the first three years of 
nj;’|i»«|‘|^,the Armistice, and our ..'Institute experienced a full share of the _ 
t ■ which fell to the lot of all ; but our President’s support 

j help were unfailing during, all ttot tiying period, and , he 

^ ^ himself to be a friend to us indeed. Lord Halsbury was 

I a Vice-President, of the.' British and Foreign Bible S’ociety, 

I ‘ and President of the local branch in South Kensington. 

The Earl of Halsbury's contributions to the history of our,t'4^P 
‘ ... L . -country oh legal and poBtical lines are w^ell known, and need 

; not further be referred to now, except to emphasise the steadfast . ■ 

, ^ goodness which he displayed, while immersed in so many great , ' ^ 

;■ ' ' 1 ‘ responsibilities, in devc^ing so much of Ms valuable time to the 

furtherance’ of the work of the Victoria Institute, 

— -s We thank God for Ms leadership, and we shall rememK-r him ■ 

^ 1 gratitnde. ' * ^ 


4^ 
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him more worthy of credit on this subject than4he former ; 
and as to those fa 9 fs wherein they differ, I shall think it 
sufficient to briefly relate what Herodotus say^s of them. 

It is well known that Xenophon served a long time under 
the younger Cyrus, who had in his troops a great number 
of Persian noblemen, with whom undoubtedly this writer, 
considering how curious he was, did often converse, in 
order to acquaint himself by that means with the mannmn 
and customs of the Persians; with their conquests in 
general, but more particularly with those of that" prince 
who had founded their monarchy, and whose "history he 
proposed to write. This he tells us himself in the beginning 
of his Cyropaedia. He says, 'Having always looked on_ 
this great man as worthy of admiration, I took, a pleasure^ 
of informing myself of his birth, his natural disposition,^ 
and the method of his education, that I might know by ' 
what means he became so great a prince ; and herein I ' 
advance nothing but what has been told me.’ ” 

Eollin goes on 

" As to what Cicero says in his first letter to his brother 
Quintus : ' That Xenophon’s design in writing the history 
of Cyrus was not so much to follow truth as to give a model 
of a just government ’ ; this ought not to lessen the authority 
of that judicious historian ” (Xenophon) " or make us 
give the less credit to what he relates. All that can be 
inferred from that is that the design of Xenophon, who 
was a great philosopher, as well as a great captain, was 
not merely to write Cyrus’s history, but to represent him 
as a model and example to princes, for their instruction 
in th^ art of reigning, and in gaining the love of thei^ subjects 
notwithstanding the pomp and elevation of their stations., 
With this view he may possibly have lent his hero some 
thoughts, some sentiments, or discourses of his own. But 
the substance of the facts and events he relates is to be 
""deemed true ; and of this their conformity with the Holy 
^Scripture is itself a sufficient proof/’ 

Kollin’s^ Ancienne w^ published ia Paris,'' as already 

• mentioned, in the years 1730~173§ ; and when after that date a 
little more than a hundred years had passed away — that is to say 
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about tbe^year 1846 — it came to pass, that the great Behistun 
Eock Inscription of Darius Hysdai^es was decyphered by 
Eawlinsont In, that great achievement of scholarship and 
patience was signalized the resurrection from the buried past of a 
Histoire Ancienne indeed — the cuneiform records of Babylonia 
and Assyria. How brilliantly those records — which, when Eollin 
wrote, were utterly unknown to the learned world of his day — 
€;^ve vindicated his judgment on the historical character of the 
Cyropaedia, I hope to lay before you, and to discuss the consequent 
bearing of Jjhis circumstance on the questions involved in regard 
to “ Darius the Median.’’ 

In Daniel 5, 31, occur the words : — 

And Darius the Median took the kingdom, being about 
threescore and two years old.” 

Dr. Driver — following the line taken by many other critics — ■ 
makes an elaborate attempt, in his commentary on the Book of 
Daniel, to represent the Writer of the Book as being obsessed 
with the idea, that the reign of an independent Median king — 
Darius the Median — ^interposed between the conquest of Babylon 
and the reign of Cyrus. The vision of Daniel, however, contained 
in the 8th chapter, would seem to clearly show that the idea 
before the writer’s mind was not that of a Median King succeeded 
by a Persian — but of a united Medo-Persian Empire. This is 
shown by the symbolism. We read in the 12th verse : — 

The ram which thou sawest, having two horns, are the 
Kings of Media and Persia.” 




^ 




" J h 


Dr. Driver contended that one of the horns— the!* one lower 
^than the other— represented a Median kingdom, coming after"^ 
the Babylonian, and followed and superseded by a Persian. 

But this would not agree with the symbolism. Pot* the ram is . . . ' 
■one:: gymbolizing the one united empire, the Medo-Persian of 
■ history ; the horns are iwo, sjymbolizing two kings and the ™ 
nations of which the one empire was composed — the Medas and 
Persians. The rough goat of the vision— the King of Grecia, , ■ 
Mexandej? the Cfceat — breaks* both the horns of "the ram. 
Alexander, as history tells p, brought to an end the united * 
Medo-Persian empire ; but it was certainly not Alexander that , . 

‘ ' '''■ ' . • n , ■ ■ * , ’ 

■' '• *. i ■' ' ' . 4. 2 

■ ■ • i- .1 , - ') , ■• ! ■ ■ . ' 

‘ , " m '''.r. h . ' ■ .if 
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brought to an end the distinct and independent i^ngdoni of 
Media—for that kingdom had passed away, by amalgamation 
with the kingdom of Persia, some two hiind<^‘ed ydars before 
Alexander the Great was born. 

By the symbolism of this vision, then, it would appear that 
the writer of the Book of Daniel regarded the Medes and Pe;i:sians 
united ; which, of course, they were ; and the four great 
Kingdoms signified in the vision of Daniel were : The Babyloniaat 
the Medo-Persian, the Grecian, and the Roman. The same 
Four Kingdoms are signified in the dream of KebuFhadnezzar, 
whilst the prophecy of that Kingdom which in the days of those 
kings the God of heaven should set up — which should never be 
destroyed, but should stand for ever — was the kingdom of the 
Messiah, our Lord Jesus Christ. 

So be it, Lord ; Thy throne shall never, | 

Like earth’s proud empires, pass away : 

But stand, and rule, and grow for ever, 

Till all Thy creatures own Thy sway.” 


Nor is it only from the symbolism of the vision that it appears 
that the waiter of the Book of Danifl regarded the Medes and 
Persians as united, but it is also evident from the expression 
which so frequently occurs, according to the law of the Medes 
and Persians which altereth not.” In the 6th chapter, containing 
the episode of the den of lions — a chapter very particularly 
concerned with Darius the Mode — ^the expression occurs three 
times, being once used by Darius himself, and another time by 
his courtiers, when they finally compelled the King to bend 
to their wishes, by the words, “ Know, 0 King, that the law 
of the Me^es and Persians is, that no decree nor statute which 
the king establisheth may be changed.” 

And it is a remarkable circumstance — noticed long ago by 
Dr. Pusey — ^tj^at in the Book of Esther, where also the two 
nances occur linked together, the order of the names is reversed. 
In the Book of Daniel, it is, the law of the Medes and Persians,” 
whil^ in the Book of ^^isther it is the laws of the Persians and 
the Medes ” (Esth., i, 19). Compare Bsth. 3, '' the power of 
Persia and ^ledia,” ver. 14, fhe seven princes of Persia and 
Media ” ; and ver. 18, the ladier of Persia and Media.” That 
is to the Book of Daniel, written — so it is contended in this- 


t 


THE MEDIAN AND THE CYEOfAEDiA OF XENOPHON. 5 

paper — Age of Cyrus, when the Kingdom of Media, in 
close union with Persia, was still a Hying thing, has the form 

Medes and Pqi’sians ’’ ; whilst the Book of Esther,, written 
in later times, after the reign of Xerxes, when the supremacy 
of the Persians had overshadowed the Medes — has the form 
'' Persians and Medes.’" Yet there is one passage in the Book of 
Esther in which what seems to be the more ancient style is used, 
fyad that is in the last chapter of the Book, vrhere the chronicles 
of the united empire are in question— chronicles going back 
no doubt to the older time, and here the expression is in the 
reverse or^er — ''are they not written in the book of the 
Chronicles of the Kings of Media and Persia ? ” (Esth. x, 2). 

When the Medes and Persians come before us after the over- 
throw of the Babylonian Empire, we find them standing in a very 
peculiar position towards each other— almost on terms of equality, 
and yet the Persians somewhat superior to the Medes, owing, 
it would seem, chiefly to the pre-eminent genius and personality 
of Cyrus. How did this rather anomalous state of things come 
about ? Three different accounts have come down to us from 
the Greek classical authors. 

There is the account of Ctesias, as preserved in a fragment of 
Nicolaus of Damascus, accSirding to which Cyrus was the son of a 
robber, named Atradates, whilst his mother, who was named 
Argoste, made her living by keeping goats. Cyrus, according to 
this story, after serving in various menial capacities in the 
household of Astyages, King of Media, became eventually his 
cup-bearer. Having been sent on some expedition or other by 
Astyages, he treacherously turned the occasion into an oppor- 
tunity of stirring up the Persians— who in the story are supposed 
to have been subject to the Medes— to rise in revolt. Astyages 
^ marched against the rebels ; but the final battle that Vas fought^ 
ended in a decisive victory for the Persians ; no less than 60,000 
Medes having been slain. In the rout which ensued, the King 
of the Medes was taken prisoner, and Gyrus ^as saluted by 
the vietorious army, King of Media and Persia. 

But, surely, in face of the Cuneiform Inscriptions which have 
placed on record the royal descent and kingly ancestors of Cyrus, 
jjhis story of a Cyrus — son of a robber and a goat-herd — himself 
a menial in the household of Astyages, need not redl3^ detain us 
for a moment. And with this absolute ignorance on the part 
, of Ctesias as to Cyrus being a royal prince, * the whole story. 
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wliicli so depends upon it, would seem to pass away*^of battles 
fought and countless Mecjjans slain. 

And this would seem a convenient place tot draw* attention 
to the Inscriptions referred to, which place the royS.1 descent 
of Cyrus beyond possibility of doubt. One of the Inscriptions 
of the time of the fall of Babylon, the Cylinder of Cyrus [Brit 
1204-9), proclaims his royal pedigree, set forth in the following 
• — ^ ' 

‘'I am Cyrus, king of the world, the great king, the 
mighty king, king of Babylon, king of Sumer and Akkad, 
king of the quarters four, son of Cambyses, the great king, 
Idng of Ansan, grandson of Cyrus, the great king, king of 
Ansan, descendant of Teispes, the great king, king of ilnsan, 
eternal seed of royalty, of whom Bel and Nabu love the 
reign, and for the delight of their hearts desired his 
kingdom.’’ 

There is a short inscription on the ruins at Murghab, the 
probably of the tomb of Cyrus the Great — repeated four 
times, containing words : — 

Adam Kurush KJishayatlmja ffaJcJiamamsMi/a'' (trans- 
lated: I am Cyrus, the king, the Achaenienian ”). 

Eawdinson, Trans. Eoyal Asiatic Society, voL x, part 2, 
-p.,270. 

This royal descent of Cyrus, recorded on the Cyrus Cylinder 
and in the inscriptions of Cyrus at Murghab, is confirmed by the 
royal pedigree of his kinsman Darius the son of Hysdaspes, 
contained in the great rock inscription the “ Behistun Inscription 
of Darius.” There Cyrus is referred to as ^‘of our race,” and 
^yrus and TOarius are shown to have had the same mcestor 
Teispes, son of Achaemenes, on which account Darius says, '-we 
have been galled Achaemenians,” and he declares that there 
were eight of his race who had been kings before him, and that 
he w^ the ninth. 

And the royal descent of Gyrus is further shown by the title 
which Is given to him m an inscription of ISTabonTdus, King of 
Babylon, drawn up, as it would seem, some foiy-teen ye^rs before 
the Fall of Babylon, in which Gyfus is mentioned as King of 
Ansan.” This inscription will be referred to again in another 
connectii^. 
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It will seen, tlien, that a knowledge on the one hand, or 
ignorance on the other, that Cyrus was the son of a Idng, con- 
stitutes om of tl^e acid tests ’’ — as they may be called— which 
by means of the Cuneiform Inscriptions are to be applied to the 
classical narrators of the life of Cyrus. Under this test the 
story which has come down from Ctesias, and all later accounts 
whicS reiterate his fable, are shown to be absolutely untrue. 

\ Then there is the account which has come down from Herodotus 
— tha^ incorrigible mcontem of fantastic and sometimes repulsive 
tales — wh(^ seems never to have thought an incident which he 
related as serious history to be quite satisfactory if it did not 
include some very good story, Unfortimately, however, these 
good stories were too often accepted by the ancient world au grand 
serieux and became in time firmly embedded in a nation’s history. 
In this case his story is that the mother of Cyrus was — not 
Argoste, a goat-herd, but— Mandane, the daughter of Astyages, 
Iving of Media. Astyages, having learned from the interpretation 
of a dream that a son who should be born from his daughter 
would overthrow all Asia, sought to avoid the danger, and defeat 
the prophecy, by giving his daughter to a Persian named 
Cambyses, a man of good family. Being afterwards terrified by 
another dream, he sent f di‘ his daughter from Persia, and as soon 
as Cyrus was born he commanded Harpagus, one of his most 
trusted ministers of state, to take the child to his own house and 
kill it. Harpagus, however, instead of Idlling the child himself, 
sent for one of the herdsmen of AstyagCvS, and told him that it 
was the King’s command that he should lay the child in the 
most desolate place in the mountains where it might perish in 
the shortest time. The herdsman, whose name was Mitradates — 
a name suspiciously like the Atradates of Ctesias — brought the 
child, who was dressed in royal splendour, to his huinble home, 
and then, at the suggestion of his wife, who had given birtli^ 
to a dead child, the dead infant was dressed in the royal robes 
of Cyrus, and brought to Harpagus in proof that"" the King’s 
comnrand had been performed. But the lierSsman and his 
wife brought up Cyrus as their own son. When he was tenV^ars 
old, however, circumstances occurred jp-hich caused him-* to be 
• recognised by Agtyages as his daughter’s son. The King was 
greatly incensed with Harpagts for not having kiMed the child, 
but concealing his anger, ke invited him to a banquet, and * 
revenged himself upon him in a most reyolting fashion, by 
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Having his'' son served up to Him at table. Cvras was sent off 
to His parents in Persia^^ but when He came to man’s estate, 
Harpagus, mindful of the brutal outrage which As^yages had 
perpetrated on Him many years before, stirred upctlie spirit 
of the youthful Cyrus to excite the Persians to rebel against the 
Medes. They rose in revolt, and, commanded by Cyrus, took 
the field. King Astyages, with the Medians, marched against 
them ; but, as if blinded by fate, he appointed Harpagus tor 
^ command his army, who in secret was his deadly enemy. The 
battle which ensued was disastrous to Astyages : some nf his 
soldiers deserted to the Persians, but the greater part of his 
army took to flight. Astyages was taken prisoner, the Medes 
became the subjects of the Persians, and the victorious Cyrus was 
made their king. 

Here it will be seen that Herodotus also— when his story is 
^ compared with the Cuneiform Inscriptions — is at fault in regard 
to the parentage of Cyrus ; although he is not so much astray as 
Ctesias — for he at least makes the mother of Cyrus — Mandane — to 
have been a royal princess, and correctly states the name of 
his father to have been Cambyses, but does not know he was a 
king, and says that he was merely a Persian of good family, 
and of a quiet disposition,-’ Astyages, fee says, considering him 
much beneath a Median man of middle rank.” And, moreover, 
he also correctly names even the father of that Cambyses, in the 
incident where he relates that the servant of Astyages, in 
handing the infant Cyrus to the herdsman to be made away with, 
tells him that the infant is the son of Mandane, the daughter of 
Astyages, and Cambyses, son of Gyrus (Herod, i, 3). Yet 
Herodotus all the while is completely unaware that both Cyrus 
and Cambyses, of whom he is speaking, i.e. the grandfather and 
the father ""of Cyrus the Great, had been — both of them in 
^ Succession — Kings : as a matter of fact, Kings of Ansan. This 
misconception on the part of Herodotus, at the very start, 
in regard to^'the real position of Cyrus, is fatal, and makes his 
whole^narrative a tissue of unreality and false tradition ; though, 

^ after his own inimitable fashion, he has decked the story out 
" with many a sensational ^nd dramatic scene. 

A revolt of the Persians against the Medes, resulting in a r 
decisive victos^y for the Persians^ forms, it \vill be seen, the 
^ ^ climax of the narratives of Ctesias© and Herodotus alike. On 

what tradition doe.^ this war between the Medes and Persians 

. ' ‘ '/air ^ ^ 'r' 'i ' 
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rest ? It^s^ems to rest oh a tradition wliicli confused the Medes 
— who were of Aryan race — with a (^pmpletely distinct people 
named tint Manda, who were of Scythian origin. The name of 
the capital city of each people was the same — Ekbatana — and 
each of the people had a king of the same name, Istuvegu or 
Ast;^ges. 

Professor Sayce writes : — 

•“It is startling to find that Istuvegu or As ty ages was 
king not of the Medes but of the Manda. The name of 
Manda was applied by the Babylonians and Assyrians to 
the nomad tribes who at times threatened their eastern and 
northern borders. ... It would seem that the Manda 
of Ekbatana were the Scythians of classical history.” 
Higher Criticism and the Monuments^ pp. 519, 520. 

Professor Sayce goes on to say — ■ 

“ Totally distinct from the Manda were the Mada or 
Medes. Their land lay to north-east of that of Ekbatana, 
and extended as far as the shores of the Caspian. They 
consisted for the mos^ part of Aryan tribes, allied in blood 
and language to the Persians ” (p. 521). 

And then he further says — 

“ The Medes and the Manda were confounded with each 
other. Astyages, the suzerain of Cyrus, was transformed 
into a Mede, and the city of Ekbatana into the capital of a 
Median empire. It was not until the discovery of the 
monuments of Nabonidos and Cyrus that the truth came to 
liglft.” 

The defeat of Astyages by Cyrus is related on a cylinder of 
Nabomdus, King of Babylon, 555-538 B.c. {Brit. Mm., No. 82-7-14, 
1025). • The following is the translation by L. W. King, M.A. : — 

“ I, Nabomdus, the great king, the mighty king, th^ king 
^ of the world, king of Babylon, king of the four quarters, 
the pteon of Esagil and Ezida, whose destiny Ski 'and Ningal 
in the womb of his motljer for a royal destiny determined, 
son of Nabu-balatsu-ikbi ; the wise prince, the worshipper 



Tlie text transKteration and translation are given in First 
^teps in Assyrian, L. W. King, p. 95, see reproductioii^in this 
paper. 

Of this conquest of Astyages by Cyrus the Nabonldus-Cyrus 
Chronicle {£ritJSlus,, Sp. II, 964), has the following account : — 

- '' His forces he {i.e, Astyages) collected and against 
Cjrus, king of Ansan, to conquer him went. But against 
Astyages his forces revolted, and in captivity to Cyrus they 
delive^d him, Cyrus went to Ekbatan^ the r^yal city.'^ 
Silver, gold, possessions, pre^erty of Ekbatana, he carried 
off and to Ansan he took.”— Cfmeiform text, transliteration 
an^translatiofi are given in Fyrst Steps in Assyrian^ L. W. * 
- - King, p. Wl. ; a „ 
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of the great gods, am I. E-hul-jiuI, the temple of Sin, 

which is in Harran istvherein from eternity Sin the great 
lord as in the dwelling-place of the delight of ^ his heart 
dwells, with the city and that temple his heart Was wroth' 
and the Scythians (Umman-man-da) he brought and that 
temple he destroyed and caused it to fall into ruins In 
my legitimate reign Bel the great lord through love for my 
Idngdom unto the city and that temjde was gracious and^ 
had mercy. In the beginning of my everlastings reign 
they caused me to behold a dream: Marduk,^the great 
lord, and Sin, the light of heaven and earth, stood on either 
side : Marduk spake to me, ' Nabonldus, king of Babylon, 
with the horses of thy chariot bring bricks, E-hul-hiil build, 
and Sin the great lord therein cause to inhabit his dwelling- 
place.’ With fear I spake to the lord of the gods, Marduk : 
'That temple which thou commandest me to build, the 
Scythian (Umman-nian-da) infests it and mighty is his 
strength.’ But Marduk spake unto me : 'The Scythian 
(Umman-man-da) of whom thou speakest, he, his land, 
and the kings, his allies, are no more.V In the third year 
on an expedition they caused him to advance, and Gyrus, 
King of Anzan, his petty vassal, with his troops that were 
few, the wide-spreading Scythians (Umman-man-da) scattered 
Astyages, king of the Scythians (Umman-man-da), he cap- 
tured and as a prisoner to his land he took him. It was 
the word of the great lord Marduk and of Sin, the light 
of heaven and earth, whose command was not annulled.” 
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The Depeat op Astyages by Cyeus 


Fr<jjn a cylinder of Nabonldus, King of Babylcn, 555>538 e.c. 

{Brit. Mus., No., 82-7-1 4, 1025) 


Eepi^duced from First Steps in Assyrian, \ 
permission of George Eoutledge and Sons, Ltd. 
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With, i^gard to the two cities of Ekbatana, Professor D. S. 
Margoliouth. in his article in Hastings’ ^Dictionary of the Bible, on 

Acmethfe ” (Ekbatana), after mentioning that there were 
two cities' of that name, quotes the Armenian historian, Moses of 
Chorine, as speaking of the second Ekbatana the seven-walled 
cit};.” He also refers to a paper by Sir Henry Rawlinson 
{Journal Royal Geographical Society, x, art. 2) which gives the 
^^osition of the two cities : one in Lat. 34° 8'N., surviving in the 
presejit Hamadan — ^this would be the capital of the Umman- 
manda ; tiie other — which Sir Henry considered the ancient capital 
of the Medes — farther north in Lat. 36° 25" at Takht-i-Sulayman, 
in the ancient Atropatene. The positions of the two cities are 
shown in Map No. 7 in the Oxford Teachers’ Bible. 

Note. — That there was an Astyages, King of the Medes, 
however, seems certain, as it is recorded by all the Greek 
historians ; but he was distinct from Astyages, King of the 
Umman-man-da. 

It has been sometimes said that Xenophon, in his work the 
Anabasis (III, iv, 7, 12) : 

'' When writing as an historian and not as a novelist 
ascribes the overthrow of the Median Empire to the Persians 
under Cyrus after a prolonged resistance.” 

But in the passage in question Xenophon merely relates the 
local tradition which he heard when passing through the ruined 
cities of Larissa (Chalah) and Mespila (Nineveh) in the Retreat 
of the Ten Thousand. He uses the word legetai ” ('" it is said ”);, 
he does not interrupt his narrative to discuss whether what waa 
'' sai4»” was true or false. The tradition in question no doubt 
once more confomided the Medes with the Manda. For althouglT 
the Medes are supposed to have taken part with the Babylonians, 
Scythians and others in the overthrow of the Assyrfan Empire in 
607 B.O., and the destruction of Nineveh, yet it was not to them, 
but to the Babylonians, that after the war was over the territory of 
Assyria seems to have fallen. (Henc^e the Babylonians!, are so> 
often called by the Greek writers “ Assyrians.”) Therefore the 
Medes had no Concern after«rards with the territ(?ry in which 
these cities were. But th^ Umman-man-da had ; for we have- 
seen from the cylinder-inscription of NabonTdus, already cited, 
that the Umman-man-da ift his day (c. 549 no.) fromlheir own. 
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land of Ekbatana, east of Assyria, liad penetrated te Harran in 
Mesopotamia, wliicli lay to tlie north-west of Mnevefi and had 
no doubt overrun the intervening country in which these ruined 
cities were. Three years later these Umman-inan-da were 
conquered by Cyrus, and from this conquest no doubt the 
tradition — mistaken tradition— which Xenophon heard arose. 

But in fact the whole suggestion really cuts the other "way. 
Xenophon wrote the Anabasis some time after 380 b.c., and in thatr 
work he made casual mention of this tradition, which he heard 
as an officer in the Division of the ten thousand Greeks m the 
army of Cyrus the Younger, when he was marching through these 
ruined cities, and returning from that expedition, which culminated 
in the battle of Cunaxa, and the tragic death of Cyrus the Younger 
at the hand of Artaxerxes, when the two brothers met in the 
midst of the battle in single combat. But when, years afterwards, 

.. Xenophon set himself — as he very emphatically, in the very 
commencement of the Oyropaedia, states that he did — to investi- 
gate and ascertain to the best of his power all the circumstances 
connected with the career and character of Cyrus, of whom he 
about to write, he would seem to have found that there was 
foundation for the story. And accordingly, when writing 
the CjTTopaedia twenty years afterwards *vc. 361 b.c.), he absolutely 
ignored the false tradition wffiich he had heard, seemingly as not 
being worthy of being even mentioned or refuted. In this matter, 
the Oyropaedia was a tacit correction of the Anabasis — not the 
Anabasis of the Oyropaedia. 

We have seen already that the accounts given by Ctesias and; 
Herodotus of the parentage of Cyrus — both of these writers 
ignorant that his father was a king — are shown by the 
Cuneiform Inscriptions to be absolutely imaginary — not to say 
fantastic ; and now we see that the account of the revolt of the 
Persians against the Medes and the conquest of Astyages, King 
of the Medes, by Cyrus— contained in the story of each of these 
historians — ^is also unreal— founded probably on some vague 
tradition in wdiich the Umman-man-da were mistaken for the 
Mada — what happened to the Scythians, wiio at the time infested 
Western Asia, 'was supposed to have happened to the Medes 




The Inscriptions show that it was Astyages, King of the, 
Scythians, %ffiom Cyrus conquered, not Astyages, King of 
the Medes. e 

By th^se two cruqial tests the narratives of these two historians 
^proved to be quite unreliable— &d the account which they 
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give of tliQ fusion of the Medes and Persians into •one people 
to be absolutely mihistorical. 

And nojv we come to the history T)f the career of Cyrus as 
recorded by Xenophon in the Cyropaedia. He relates that 
Cyrus was the son of Cambyses, King of Persia, and Mandane 
daughter of Astyages, King of Media. This Astyages was son 
of tiat Cyaxares who was joined in the confederacy composed 
#of Scythians, Egyptians, Medes, Babylonians, and other States 
of Western Asia, who by the siege and capture of Nineveh 
brought to such a sudden and tragic end the mighty Empire 
of Assyria® Thus on his father’s side Cyrus was descended from 
the royal line of the Achaemenian kings of Persia, and on his 
mother’s side from the royal line of Media. This pedigree on 
the father’s side, as we have seen, is abundantly confirmed by 
the Inscriptions. 

Xenophon gives a very interesting and natural account of the ^ 
boyhood of Cyrus, when at twelve years of age he went on a visit 
with his mother, Mandane, to his grandfather’s court in Media. 
There to his great delight he learned to ride, and by his boyish 
charms became a special pet and favourite of his grandfather — > 
Astyages. After his return home to his father, Cambyses King of 
Persia, he became conspicuous, first amongst' his boyish com- 
panions, and later on amongst the youth of Persia for his pro- 
ficiency in horsemanship, and all other manly and warlike 
exercises. In process of time, Xenophon relates, Astyages, 
King of Media, died ; and his son Cyaxares succeeded to the 
throne of Media. Shortly after his accession Cyaxares found 
himself threatened by a powerful confederacy of enemies, of 
whom the king of Babylon was the chief, and in view of this 
attack which was about to be made upon him, Cyaxares sent a 
message to his brother-in-law, Cambyses, requesting him to 
despatch a force of Persian troops to assist him in the war ; and 
making it a special request that his nephew Cyrus— who had 
already become renowned for his prowess in arnis^should be 
sent fn command of the contingent. 

His request was acceded to, and Cyrus was given a force of 
30,000 Persians, which included 200 of the ruling caste *of the 
^ chief nobles of Persia — the OfLorliioc ^ (or Peers) as they were 
called, because tBey were all equal rank. Cyriw having thus 
been chosen to cominandl, the contingent, says Xenophon, 
returned to his house, and having prayed to the goddess of 
;his paternal hearth irarpdxi) and* to the TSupreme, 
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paternal god (AU rrarpmco) and to the other gods, started 
on his military expedition, and his father joined nis escort. 
But when they came ^ forth from the palace, e lightnings 
and thunders auspicious to him broke out, and when these 
appeared — seeking for no other omen — they set forth upon 
their march, under the conviction that in presence of these 
portents of the most mighty god there could be nothing lacking. 
As they were going along, the father and son talked together op 
thoughts relating to religion and- to war. In regard to religion 
Cambyses reminded his son that he had had him well instructed 
in all matters concerned with the judging of omens, and he said 
that he had done this in order that Cyrus should be perfectly 
competent to judge of the significance of omens, whether in 
sacrifices or in heavenly |)ortents, so as not to be in the power 
of soothsayers, who might, if they had any purpose to serve, 
deceive him by telling him things different from those really 
indicated by the gods ; or, again, he might be on some occasion, 
perhaps, without any soothsayer, and might be at a loss what to ^ 
make of the divine signs. But on the other hand when, through ’ 
knowledge of the science of soothsaying, he should loiow for 
himself the things which were counselled by the gods, he might 
obey them. Gyrus assented to all this> and discussing such sub- 
jects as these, and also matters connected with the military 
expedition on which Gyrus was entering, thepreached the frontiers 
of Persia; and when an eagle, appearing on the right, went 
before them, having prayed to the gods and heroes who held 
the Persian land, to speed them propitiously and with good 
favour, so they proceeded to cross the frontiers. But ^vhen they 
had crossed, they prayed again to the gods who held the Median 
land to receive them propitiously and with good favour. And 
having dofie these things, and having embraced each Qther, as 
was natural, the father went back to the city again, but Gyrus 
marched into Media to Cyaxares. 

I have Brought these passages in the Gyropaedia so fully 
before you, because I consider they afford a key to understanding 
what were the religious conceptions of Cyrus, as we find them 
in the Gyropaedia. It Jias in the past appeared sometimes to 
have been the idea of writers that Cyrus was a strict monotheist.^ 
This, howe'Vijrr, is not the light in -which XenopTion has "portrayed 
him in the Gyropaedia, The rdigious ceremonies brought 
before jis in these ^passages just quoted, and which are on all 
siiailar occasions observed- in whibh we find him supplicating 
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the gods, ftiid even the heroes who were considered to be the 
tutelary deities of particular countries, show, of course, that the 
religious ^iew which he held was that each country had particular 
deities guarding* it : and that it was right to treat such deities 
with due resj)ect ; and to pray to them to be propitious, especially 
when crossing the frontiers of their country. At the same time, 
ho\f53ver, far greater than these local divinities, he believed in one 
♦supreme god whom, after the habit of the Greek writers, Xenophon 
calls Zeus,” and who is to be supremely worshipped and by _ 
whoiii he sw-ears. 

And this, surely, is the view^ of the religion of Cyrus which seems 
to be implied in the Inscriptions. In the Cyhnder Inscription of 
Cyrus, for example, w^e find that when he was in Babylonia he 
reverenced the gods of North and South Babylonia, of Sumer and 
Akkad, and Bel and Nabu. He says in the Cylinder Inscription : 

“ And the gods of Sumer and Akkad which Nabonldiis " 
to the anger of the gods had brought into Babylon ; at the 
word of Marduk the great lord in their entirety, in their 
owm shrines did I cause to take up the habitation of (their) 
hearts’ delight. May all the gods whom I have brought 
into their own cities, dailv before Bel and Nabu for the 
lengthening of my days pray ; let them speak the word for 
my good fortune, and unto Marduk my lord let them say, 

' May Cyrus the king that feareth thee and Cambyses his 
son (have prosperity (?)).’ ” 

But whilst Cyrus reverences these lesser divinities of Babylonia 
• — the gods of Sumer and Akkad, and Bel and Nabu — it is evident 
that there is one supreme greaLt lord god who is above all, to whom, 
being in the land of Babylon, he gives the name under which he 
was w^ershipped as supreme in Babylon — Marduk, or Merodach. 

It can readily be seen that this is just the same picture of the 
religion of Cyrus as is lirouglit before us by Xenophon in the 
Cyropaedia. 

And just the same view of the religion of Gyms is brought 
before us in the Old Testament Scriptures. The first words of 
the Book of Ezra are : — * 

'' Now in iSie first year Cyrus, Idng of Pe«sk, that the 
word of the Lord by the mouth of Jeremiah might be fulfilled, 
the Lord stirred up the spirit of Cyrus, king of Persia, 
that he made a proclamation throughout all his ISigdom * 


B 


18 REV, ANDREW CRAIGf^ ROBINSON, M.A., ON DARIUS 

and put it also in writing, saying, ' Thus saitk Cyrus, king 
of Persia, the Lord^God of heaven hath given '*me all the 
kingdoms of the earth and he hath charged me to build him 
a house at Jerusalem which is in Judah. Who is there 
among you of all his people ? his God be with him and let 
him go up to Jerusalem, which is in Judah, and build the 
house of the Lord God of Israel (he is the God) whicF is in 
Jerusalem.’ ” (Ez. i, 1-3.) 

Also Cyrus the king brought forth the vessels of the 
house of the Lord, which Nebuchadnezzar had brought forth 
out of Jerusalem, and had put them in the house of his gods : 
Even these did Cyrus king of Persia bring forth by the hand 
of Mithmdath the treasurer, and numbered them to 
Sheshbazzar, the prince of Judah. . . . All the vessels 

of gold and of silver were five tliousand and four hundred.” 

It can be seen here that Cyrus reverences Jehovah as being 
the national god of Israel : he calls him '' the Lord God of Israel,” 
while just as when he had the divinities of Babylonia in mind 
he identified Marduk the supreme god of Babylon with that 
Great Lord whom he himself worshipped as supreme — so when 
he had the Lord God of Israel in mind he identified Jehovah 
with that same Lord God of heaven ” whom he supremely 
worshipped, and who had given him all the kingdoms of the 
earth.” There was a curious similarity, too, in the practical 
action which he took in each case. In tlie case of the cities of 
Babylonia, Cyrus restored to those cities certain sacred objects — 
the idols of their gods — which had been taken from them by 
King NabonTdus and brought to Babylon, and placed in the - = 
house of his gods — and in the case of the people of Israel Cyrus 
restored uo them certain consecrated objects also, tlie sacred T, 

vessels of the house of the Lord— which Nebuchadnezzar , 

had brought forth out of Jerusalem and had put them in the 
house of Eis gods.” (Ezra i, 7.) 

On this point, then, as to the religion of Cyrus, the Holy * 
Scriptures of the Old Testament, and the Cyropaedia of Xenophon,, 
appear to be in agreement with the Inscriptions, and in agreement 
with each other. Authentic history — ^not imagination or romance* 

When Gjsrus arrived at his un^^le’s court, first, says-^Xenophon, 
as was natural, they embraced %ach other, and then Cyaxaree . 
asked his nephew, what number of men did the contingent of 
troop', which he had brought, conrist of. Cyrus replied, '' 30,000' 
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who formerly served with you as mercenaries, and the o^adrt/xot.” 

And wnat number are they ? ” asfcjgd his uncle. “ You would 
not be n^ch pjeased,” said Cyrus, “ if you heard ; but be wed- 
assured that these, though few, easily rule the rest of the Persians 
though they be many. But,” he continued, “ is there any need 
of J;hese soldiers of mine, or were you needlessly alarmed, and 
are the enemies not coming ? ” “ They are, indeed, by Zeus,” he 
very many, too.” It appeared then that Croesus, 
Hmg of Lydia, and quite a number of powerful allies, had come 
to the help of the Babylonian king who held Babylon and the 
rest of Assyria. When Cyaxares had, in response to the inquiry of 
Cyrus, mentioned the numbers which each of the allies were 
said to have brought with them, Cyrus said, “ Then the cavalry 
on our side are less than a third part of the enemy’s Horse, and 
our foot-soldiers about a half.” After a time a battle took place 
in which the enemy were defeated with great loss and driven 
into the entrenched enclosure of their camp, and Cyrus drew off 
his forces, elated with the victory, to some short distance for 
the night. 

But on the side of the enemy, the Assyrians, who, Xenophon ' 
(evidently in error) states, had lost their king in the battle, were 
greatly disheartened ; and Croesus and the other kings even 
more so, when they saw the troops of the leading nation in the 
confederacy so unsound in spirit ; and, in fact, as a result the whole 
confederate host abandoned the camp during the night. And it 
noticed here that this account, given by Xenophon, 
of the cowardice and inefficiency of the Babylonian troops in the 
days of Cjuus, is in full accord with the Inscriptions ; for the 
A^ahstic Tablet of the time of the Pall of Babylon records, that 
after one famt attempt, apparently, at resistance in the field, the 
Babyloman army was no longer seen. The army which had won 
sucn victones imder Xebuchadnezzar had become “ unsound.” 

Xext morning, Cyrus, finding that the enemy had abandoned 
their camp, leaving much booty behind them, called his captains 
together and represented to them that in not promptly following 
up the enemy they were throwing away a great opportunity 
Impressed with what they heard, the oaptains proposed "to put 
the matter before Cyaxares, and they went to him in a body that ' 
he mighf see they were all inffavour of following up' the enemy. ’ 
But Cyaxares, when they began their discourse, seemed rather 
amoyed,nnd appeared to copider that enough had been done and 
that now they nught take their easg and encount^o more dang- 
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But Cyrus, replying to iiis uncle said, '' But you suredy will not 
put restraint on any one ; ^ut will give me those of your Medians 
who may be willing to follow me ; and perhap^s we luay come 
back bringing to yourself, and to each of these your friends, things 
over which you all will be greatly pleased.’’ CVaxares consented 
that any of the Medians in his army who wished, might go with 
Cyrus ; and a friend of his own was deputed to see that whosoever 
might be going was going of his own free will. In the end, fo^'" 
one motive or another — enumerated by Xenophon — nearly 
the whole Median army volunteered, went off the same iiight with 
Cyrus, and subsequently fought under his command side by side 
with the Persians. Cyaxares, who had been drinking that night 
vdth some of his principal officers in the royal pavilion, was 
much, annoyed and mortified when he found himself thus aban- 
doned by almost all his army ; but later on, after a little, a meeting 
between the uncle and the nephew' occurred, in the course of 
which Cyrus, by that fascinating ciiarm of manner, by wffiieh he 
bowed the hearts of all men to his wdll, restored his uncle to 
good humour, and the reconciliation w'as sealed, after the Persian 
manner, by a kiss. It was then agreed that Cyaxares should 
return and guard the Idngdom of Media, wdiilst Cyrus >should 
pursue his career of conquest. 

The sequel to the battle, of which an account has been given, 
must be briefly told. On the same day that the Medians, as 
already related, took service under Cyrus, a small tribe, the 
Hyreanians, bordering on and subject to the Assyrians, sent 
messengers to Cyrus saying that they wished to come over to 
his side, that they justly hated the Assyrians, and W'ould lead 
him to the place where the co.nfederate armies were then en- 
camped ; and that if they juarclied quickly that night they might 
catch tliem up, even at the following dawn. Cyrus accepted 
their service and he led out his army that evening while it was 
still light. *So the army, led by the .flyreanians, marched througli 
the night. But when the morning dawned, and the enemy 
encamped saw the amiy of Cyrus approaching, tl).ey were seized 
with utter panic, no one attempted to fight : tliey were routed 
withdlit a blow. The King of tl).e Kappadocians and the King of 
the Arabians were slain by the Hyreanians, j)ut the Assyrian^, 
suffered mosf of all Croesus, Kftig of Lydia, as it wus summer, 

, had sent forward his women in carnages during the night that 
they :e^ght travek more at ease in the cooler hours, and had „ 

; j[oUow’ed then^^mself, leading the*^ cavalry ; and the Phrygian 
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who ruled^Over Pliiygia by the Hellespont, is said to have done 
the same. Immense booty was takei^ in the camp. The con- 
federate airmy was dissolved for the time : to meet again in 
greater force before the walls of Sardis. 

The King of the Assyrians — as the Greek writers so often call 
the Jiing of Babylon — seems at this time to have retired within 
the walls of Babylon. Cyrus, on his part, appears to have been 
perfectly conscious that his army at the moment would be quite 
insuff^ient to undertake such an enterprise as the siege of the 
great city^of Babylon — although he seems at this time to have 
been sometimes in its immediate neighbourhood — and he appears 
to have kept his army moving about through the territory of 
Babylonia, and letting it be known to all that he was very ready 
to receive any of the rulers of the surrounding territories who 
might be willing to join his standard. 

And it is at this time that Xenophon records that incident of 
such special interest and importance in relation to the subject of 
the present j)aper, namely : the coming over of Gobryas to 
Cyrus. Xenophon tells how at this time an Assyrian man of 
rank appeared on horseback, with an escort of horse, and said 
that he wished to see Cjrus. When he was brought into the 
presence of Cyrus, he said that he was an Assyrian by birth, 
that he possessed a strong fortress, and was ruler of an extensive 
territory. Xenophon mentions no name for the territory, but 
the Cuneiform Inscriptions give Gobryas the title of '' Governor 
of Giitium.” He went on to say that he had a body of 2300 
.Horse which he furnished to the hang of the Assyrians, and the 
king had been one of his greatest friends. But,’’ he continued, 

'' that good king died in battle against you, and his son, who is 
now my bitterest enemy, possesses the Idngdom. Therefore,” 
he said to Cyrus, I come as a suppliant to you, an'S. fall down 
before you, and offer myself as a servant and an ally, and you, 

I beseech, become an avenger for me ; and I adopt you just 
as my son, as far as may be ; for I am childless, as regards any 
male children. For he who was my only son, handsome and,good, 
O Master, and loving and honouring me in a way that might 
make any father happy, and to whom the former kirig had 
• purposed^ to givejihe princess his daughter in marriage, was out 
hunting one day with the pr^ent king when a bear, first, and 
then a lion, coming into view, in each case the king shot a dart 
at the beast and ngtissed, and in each case -•my son sjipt and 
brought down the game — and |n his rash ^^^itement c:ged/ 



S' ■ v..'v l-v'ji ;:' 


22 KEV» ANDREW CRAIG Rt)BINSO]Sr, M.A., ON DARIUS 

r r 

^ Ha,ve I not shot twice in succession, and each time have brought 
down a beast ? ’ Upon which the King no longer able to control 
his jealous fury, seizing a dagger from one of those who ^followed, 
struck it into the. breast of my dear son and killed him/' 
And so he had come to entreat Cyrus to be his avenger. And 
Gyrus graciously replied, On the understanding that these are 
true professions, I give thee my right hand, and I take thine." 
Subsequently, on the invitation of Gobryas, Cyrus, accompanied 
by an adequate escort of his own cavalry, paid a visit to his 
territory and fortress and soon after took him into his army, 
and he and Gadatas — another chief, who at this time also came 
over to Gyrus, owing to the cruelty of the Babylonian king — 
became his most trusted officers ; and they are continually 
mentioned as such in the Gyropaedia ; and, accordingly, it was 
to these two leaders that Cyrus entrusted the command of tliose 
troops, who on the momentous night tliat Babjdon was taken, 
entered the city by the river gates, penetrated to the palace 
banqueting hall, and slew the Babylonian king — Belshazzar, , : 
no doubt — in the midst of his sacrilegious revel. 

In the account which Xenophon here gives of this incident of 
Gobryas there can be no doubt but that the old king is Nabonidus 
and the young king Belshazzar. XenopEon is, of course, mistaken 
in supposing that Nabonidus at this time had died : the Inscrip- 
tions make it certain that he vras alive even at the time of the 
Fall of Babylon. Nevertheless, Xenoplion has told a great 
deal about Gobryas, and is thus in close touch with the real 
history. It is probable that at this time, although Nabomdus 
was alive, he had fallen a good deal into the background in 
comparison with his son Belshazzar. Herodotus seems never 
to have heard of this Gobryas at all. 

The next "'great period in the career of Cyrus is his campaign 
against Croesus, King of Lydia, and his allies, and the great 
battle fought before Sardis — one of the decisive battles of the 
world. While in Babylonia intelligence reached Cyrus that the 
King of Babylon had gone ojff to Lydia to join a confederation 
, there, of whicli Croesus was the head ; and later, news was brought 
that the King of Lydia J^.d been appointed commander-in-chief 
of the confederate forces. Cyrus immediately set out on the ^ 
marcli to Lydfei. The battle before' Sardis was a very liafd-fought 
one, owing chiefly to the valiant resia^tance made by the Egyptian 
: ; phalan^^in the confederate army ; and Cyrus had a narrow , 
'esc^p)e of losin^^^^ life in the encoufiter in this part of the field. 
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Seeing the Persians being forced from their position by the 
Egyptians? Cyrus was deeply concerned ; and riding round the 
flank of th^ Egyptian phalanx and calfing on his men to follow 
he headed a furious onslaught on their rear. The Egyptians, 
when they realized what had occurred, cried out that the enemy 
was attacking them from the rear, and faced about under the 
onslaught. And then foot-soldiers and cavalry fought in utter 
confusion ; and someone having fallen under Cyrus’s horse, and 
Being trampled on, stabbed his horse from beneath with his swoidy 
and th% horse, when stabbed, madly plunging, threw off Cyrus. ^ 

'' And theli might anyone know,^’ says Xenophon, “ of what 
great value it is for a leader to be loved by those around him. 

For immediately all raised a shout, and flinging themselves 
upon him, fought, jjushed, were pushed, struck, w’^ere struck ; 
and one man, leaping from his horse, placed Cyrus upon him. 

But when Cyrus was mounted he now saw that the Egyptians , 
were smitten on all sides, and he ordered Hystaspes and ; 

Chrysantas, who Avere there with the cavalry, no longer to launch '-V 

attacks upon the phalanx of the Egyptians, but to rain darts and ^ - 
arrows at them from outside. The gallant phalanx could now 
harm their enemy no more ; but forming a circle, covering \ 

themselves the best way that they could under their great ' ' ^ 

shields, were suffering nevertheless terrible losses, till Cyrus, ■ ' 
admiring their valour, and seeing that all resistance in other 
parts of the battlefield had ceased, and that there was an utter ; 
rout ; and thinking it pity that such brave men should not 
be saved, sent a herald to parley with them, and after firmly , V; 

requiring that they should receive such honourable treatment as 
Avas befitting for brave men, they agreed to. enter the service , 
of Cyrus as a mercenary force. As a consequence of this great 
victory, Croesus and the city of Sardis fell into C}tus^s hands 
and the noble and chivalrous clemency, which, as recorded in y;;’ 

the Cyropaedia, he displayed in his treatment of the Lydian 
monarch and the city of Sardis when both were iii his poAver, 
was in full accord with that vrith which, according f o the Cuneiform 
Inscriptions, and the Cyropaedia in full agreement AAuth them, 


he treated Babylon. 

\ But AA’hat a moment for the civilized world was that, when the 
horse, frantic witil his Avound, #ung Cyrus off* into that welter of 
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', with prompt devotion, slipped off his horse and gave 
his Sing ? But Cyrils, just then., could not dl?. God - - 
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had work for him to do. Was he not God’s '' shephefrd ” — the 
Lord's anointed ” — was^ he not held by the Lord’s right 
hand ? • ^ 

And next he marched on Babylon. But it is needless to spend 
any time in regard to questions concerned with the method of 
its capture, as these were pretty fully discussed in another 
paper which I had the honour of reading before the Victoria 
Institute, '' The Fall of Babylon and Daniel v, 30,” reported^** 
in vol. xlvi, p. 9, of the Transactions, I shall just quote from 
the Cyrus cylinder a few of the gracious words in wljich Cyrus 
describes his triumphal approach to, and entry of, the great city 
of Babylon. 

Babylon he spared from tribulation. The people of Babylon, 
all of them, the whole of Sumer and Akkad princes and 
governors beneath him bowed down ; they kissed his feet, 
they rejoiced in his Edngdom, bright was their eounten- 
aiice. 'My wide-spreading troops into Babylon advance 
in peace.’ ” 

" When into Babylon I entered favourably, and with 
shouts of joy, in the palace of the princes I took uf) my 
lordly dwelling. Marduk the gre^it lord, the great heart 
of the Babylonians inclined to me, and daily do I care for 
his worship,” etc. 

I am now going to quote from the Cyropaedia a passage of 
primary importance in regard to the identification of C^axares, 
King of Media, with Darius the Median. When it seemed to 
Cyrus that affairs in Babylon were in such a satisfactory state 
that ]ie could go away from home, he made preparations for a 
journey to Persia, and when he considered that he had enough of 
the things which he thought he would want, he set out. " But 
when as they journeyed tiiey came clown to Media, Cyrus turned 
aside to Cymxares. And when they had embraced one another, 
Gyrus said to Qyaxares that there would be a liouse set apart 
for him in Babylon and government offices 
so that lie might have, whenever he came thither, suitable 
residences to jmt up in« And then he gave liim other gifts, 
many and beautiful. But Cyaxares, on his part, received these 
things ; and?ie sent for his daughter to come to him ;"'and she 
came bearing a golden crown and bmcelets and a twisted metal 
collar a^ a Mediamrobe, the most beautiful possible. And the . 
girl ^crowned Cyrus, and Cyaxares sp^oke : ' I give you,’ he said, 
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xiccession year of Cyras 24tli Marcheswan 
Accession year of Cyrus 7tli CMsleu (ISTov.-Dec.). 

Year 1st of the King’s reign began on 1st Nisan (21st Mar.- 
20th ApL). 

Dating of Tablets. 

Kirst year 7th Nisan (Mar. -ApL) Cyrns King of Countri;?s. 
First ;^ear Tanjmuz (June- July) Cambyses Kling of Babylon, 
at that time Cyrus hisifather King of Counuiies. 

First year Tisri (Sept -0«t.) C}u*us King of Babylon, King 
of Countries. 

First year Tebet (Dec.-Jan.) Qjms Kang of Babvlon. 

. V ■ ^ 
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^ 0 Cyrus, ^also this woman herself, being my own daughter ; 
and your father married my father’s, daughter, of whom you 
were born. But this is she whom you often as a boy, when you 
were wth us, used to nurse. And whenever anyone would 
ask her to whom would she be* married, she used always to 
say, j^hat it would be to Cyrus. And I give to her also as 
a dowry the whole of Media ; for I have not a legitimate male 
cttild.’ He spoke thus, but Cyrus answered, Well, 0 Cyaxares, 
I appreciate both her birth, and the damsel, and the gifts ; but 
I wish,’ he <caid, ^ to come to agreement with you in regard to 
these things with the consent of my father and my mother.’ ” 
Thus spoke Cyrus, but he made presents to the damsel of all 
such things as he thought would also gratify Cyaxares. And 
having done these things he went on to Persia. Then Xenophon 
relates how he paid a visit to his father Cambyses, King of 
Persia, who, in the course of a speech which he made in presence 
of his son to the nobles of Persia, mentioned as a matter of course 
that after his death Cyrus would be King of Persia. But when 
Cyrus, departing from Persia, arrived in Media — since his father 
and mother had given their approval of the match — he married 
Cyaxares’ daughter ; of whom even still, the story goes, says 
Xenophon, that she was of perfect beauty. 

The absence of Cyrus from Babylon at this time in the first 
year of his reign seems to receive confirmation from the dating 
of the following contract tablets. I think it is now generally 
conceded that it was on the night of the 11th Marcheswan that 
Babylon fell ; and consequently at that date the accession year 
of the reign of Cyrus commenced. There are tablets dated as 
follows : — 
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It would seem, then, that Cyrus spent the mont-hs from the 
beginning of November J^o the beginning of the follo^wing June 
in putting aifairs in order in Babylon ; and lome time 
in the month Tammuz (June-July) he appointed Cambyses 

King of Babylon previous tp his setting out to visit his uncle 
Cyaxares, King of Media ; and his father, Cambyses, King of . 
Persia. 

He returned to Babylon some time about the month Tisre ‘ 
(Sept.~Oct.) and resumed his full title, '' King of Babylon, 
King of Countries,’’ which he seems afterwards to have retained 
to the 8th year of his reign, as there are tablets dated in 
that year Cyrus, King of Babylon, King of Countries.” For 
example : 

Sippar 3 Ab, 8th year of Cyrus, King of Babylon, King of 
Countries. 

Another — 

8th year of Cyrus, King of Babylon, King of Countries. 

Thus in this instance, as in so many others, the narrative 
of Xenophon in the Cyropaedia receives confirmation from the 
Inscriptions. ♦ 

They would seem to indicate a period of about three months, 
for his absence from Babylon on his visit to Persia. 

Since Xenophon, then, who gives so many particulars about 
this King of Media, Cyaxares II, is confirmed in so many points 
regarding the birth, career and character of Cyrus by the 
Inscriptions, we are entitled to claim that w’-hen we identify 
Darius the Median with this Cyaxares in Xenophon, we are 
not identifying him with an imaginary person who never 
existed, bfit with a real historical king ; who is not mentioned 
by Ctesias or Herodotus, simply because they were in the 
same ignorance of his existence as they were in regard to the 
royal birtli of Cyrus, and the true course of Medo-Persian 
history. 

In the Behistun Inscription of Darius Hysdaspes, who reigned 
about thirty years later than the conquest of Babylon, w^e have ; > 
mention of a King Cyaxares, In the period of disorder in 
Persian Enipire wiiich follow^ed (m the death t)f King Cambyses, 
son of Cyrus, in Egypt (621 a number of im])ostors, as. 
recorded in the Inscription, sprung up in different Provincea 
of th^^iinjfire. ♦ ^ 
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One impostor declared : — 

“ I am Xathrites of the race of Cvaxares. I arn King of 
Media/^ 

Another impostor named Sitatrachmes declared : — 

^*'1 am King of Sagartia of the race of Cyaxares.” 

♦parius in his Inscription records his having put to death 
each of the impostors who had seized on the different Provinces^ 
when they had been defeated and he had got them into his power ; 
but in the case of these two, who claimed to be of the race of 
Cyaxares, he records (to his eternal shame) that he mutilated 
their features in a barbarous manner and exposed them in this 
condition to the public gaze, bound in front of his palace ; before 
having them put, later on, to a cruel death. The name Cyaxares 
would seem to have had about it a dangerous vitality even 
thirty years after the fall of Babylon. 

It was the throne of Media that the impostor Xathrites claimed 
as being of the race of Cyaxares, Of Darius the Median, Josephus 
writes : — 

He was the son qf Astyages and had another name 
among the Greeks. Moreover, he took Daniel the prophet 
and carried him with him into Media, and honoured him 
very greatly, and kept him with him, for he was one of the 
three presidents whom he set over his three hundred and 
sixty provinces, for into so many did Darius part them.’" — 
Ant. X., xi, 4. 

And then he relates the incident of Daniel being thrown into the 
den of lions (Dan. vi). ^ 

To me it appears that Josephus gives the true explanation 
of the sixth chapter of the Book of Daniel, namely, that the 
whole of the incidents related in that chapter, the appointment 
of presidents, the decree of Darius, the casting of Daniel into the 
den of lions, occurred, not in Babylon, but in Media, where 
Darius (Cyaxares) was an independent and hereditary king. 
It was with Media, according to Josephus, that Daniel was,’ hy 
tmdition, njost particularly associated ; he was said to' have 
built a tower at Ekbatana in Media, which was still remaining 
in the days of Josephus, and in^that tower Josephus says : — 

>'‘1 . . . * 

, . “ They bury the kings d¥ Persia and Parthia to this day/^ 
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The narrative in the sixth chapter of Daniel ^vould surely 
require that he whomrthe presidents and princes^approached 
with their flattering and insidious request, should be, not a mere 
lieutenant like Gobryas, but a real king — invested with that 
divinity which — in those days was held to be inherent in a 
king. The narrative seems also to require that the king in 
question should have that absolute and independent power 
which the Cyaxares of Xenophon would have in the kingdom Jjt 
Media. ■ . ^ 

The sixth chapter ends with the verse — ^ 

So this Daniel prospered in the reign of Darius and in 
the reign of Cyrus the Persian.” 

It is to be noted, however, that the Hebrew word malkCith 
which is here translated "' reign” is translated in other places 
realm,” For example — 

" So the realm of Jehoshaphat was quiet ” (2 Chron, xx, 30). 

" Wliy should there be wrath against the reahn of the king 
and his sons ? ” (Ezra vii, 23). 


In the Book of Daniel — in addition^o the passage just quoted — 
the Hebrew’- word malMtli is translated " reign ” in four instances, 
viz. ; — " In the third year of the reign of Jehoiakim ” (Dan. i, 1). 
"And in the second year of the reign of Nebuchadnezzar” 
(Dan. ii, 1). " In the third year of the reign of King Belshazzar ” 
(Dan. viii, 1). " In the first year of his reign ” (Dan. ix, 1). 

In eacli of these cases the meaning of the w^ord is fixed as 
" reign because the number of a regnal year is mentioned. 

In the^ following four passages, on the other hand, the wmrd 
malMih is translated "realm” : — 

(Dan. i, 20) "astrologers that were in all his ' realm.’ ” 
(Dan. vi,^ 3) " thought to set him over the whole ' realm.’ ” 
(Dan. ix, 1) "king over the "realm’ of the Chaldeans.” 
(Dan. xi, 2) " stir up all against tlio " realm ’ of Grecia.” 

These (with vi, 28) are all the passages in Daniel in which the 
•word malMth is translated "j^eign” or "tealm.” •‘It will b% 
seen that in the first four passages the w^ord could not (to make 
sense) be translated " realm,” and in the four last it could not be 
tranShted " reign.” r 
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But in Daii. vi, 28, tlie translation is not in any way tied to 
reign ” bii is an open question, bec^^use either reign ” or 
realm ” would make sense. As according to the view of the 
history, however, held by the writer of this paper, the reign 
of Darius (in Media) and the reign of Cyrus the Persian (in 
Babyjpn) were not successive but concurrent ones, the right 
translation in accordance with the history would be '' So this 
llaniel prospered in the realm of Darius and in the realm of 
Cyrus t^e Persian. ’’ 

m . . 

Conclusion, 

It would seem, then, from the narrative of Xenophon, that, on 
the one hand, Cyaxares (Darius the Median) gave Cyrus all Media 
as his daughter’s dowry, whilst on the other hand Cyrus assigned 
to Cyaxares a Residence and Government othces — ^which would 
imply authority — in Babylon, thus in a friendly, though perhaps 
irregular way, associating him with himself in the Idngdom. 
And these friendly relations, which Xenophon represents as 
existing between Cyaxares and Cyrus, correspond exactly with 
the condition of union and^brotherhood which is found existing 
between the Medes and Persians after the fall of the Babylonian 
Empire. Thus the narrative of Xenophon accounts for the 
historical situation ; and receives from that fact additional 
coniirmation. 

Cyrus was i3ideed the noblest, the most gracious, and the 
most chivalric ruler that ever in the history of the world won and 
ruled a. mighty empire. Centuries before what is known as the 
Age of Chivalry he was inspired by all that was liigJiest and 
purest in its spirit : — One might say of him— to use tlie 
language of old Chaucer—^' He was almost a parfait gentle 
Imiglit.” 

m 

The Chaiuiuan gave his views with regard to some of the 
more important points dealt with in the paper. The Babylo^iian 
inscriptions, lie said, only speak of Gobryas — ^there is no reference 
to Cyaxares as eittier king or |ven goverm,<r of Baliyloii. See 
his Old Testament in the Light of the Records^ pp. 415 if. ; The 
Capture of Babylon by Cyrus*^’ etc., in the Transactions of the 
'Society of Biblical Afclmologty, VII, Part I, '^1880; '^I^icent 
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Historical Discoveries/’ the Proceedings of that Society, 
November 7th, 1882, pp. 6-13 ; ^'Two late Tablets /of Historical 
Interest ” in the same lor January 19th, 1916, pp. S3-34 ; The 
Latest Discoveries in Babylonia,” in the fransactions of the 
Victoria Institute'" for April 20th, 1914, pp. 11 ff. and 20 S. of 
the reprint; *'^Prom World-Dominion to Subjection in the 
same for February 19th, 1917, pp. 14 ff. of the reprint ; ^^Fresh 
Light on the Book of Daniel,” in the Expository Times fcr 
April, 1915, pp. 298-299, Further discoveries in the East may, 
however, modify his conclusions. ^ 







The 636tli •ORDINARY GENERAL MEETING 

^ Held in Committee Eoom B, 

THE CENTEAL* HALL, WESTACINSTEE, S,W.l, on Monday, 
January 9fch, 1922, afc 4.30 p.m. 


iieut.-Colonel Hope Bidbulph, D.S.O., in the Chair. 

0 Before opening the general business of the meeting the Chairman called 
f)n Lieut.-Colonel G. Mackinlay and Dr. A. T, Schofield to make announce^ 
Hients.^ The former referred to the great loss the Institute had sustained 
in the passing away of our honoured President, the Earl of Halsbnry, 
in December last, after occupying^ the post with great wisdom and 
distinction for more than eighteen years. Colonel Mackinlay show^ed by 
instance how close Lord Halsbury’s interest had been in the cause for 
which the Institute stands. An expression of sympathy with the 
Countess was put lo the vote and carried unanimously. All in the meet- 
ing stood during the statement as a token of respect to the memory of 
our late President. , 

Dll. Schofield spoke with regret of the loss of one of our Vice- 
Presidents, Profesor H.’ Langhorne Orchard, who had constanuy been 
with us and given great help to the Institute in many ways, both as a 
Member of Council and also as a speaker in our meetings. 

Lieut.-Colonel Mackini^ay, acting Secretary for meeting, then read the 
Minutes of the last meeting, which were confirmed and signed. 

The Chairman then introduced Miss Constance M. Maynard, First Prin- 
cipal of Westfield College, J:o read her paper on ‘‘The Bible in the 
Twentieth Century.’’ 


THE BIBLE IN THE TWENTIETH CENTURY. By 
Constance L. Maynard. Mor. Sci. Tripos, Cambridge, and 
First Principal of Westfield College, University of London. 

I T is nearly fifty years ago that I entered Girton College, Cam- 
bridge, as a new student. To be permitted to enter the 
world of learning was delightful, my companions wei'e 
friendly, and all was bright, save for one aspect, and that was 
the attitude toward religion. Brought up in a sincerely Christian 
home, already having seen the work of the Spirit of God in some 
of the village people, the change of atmosphere was almost inde- 
scribable. Doctrines I had supposed fixed and settled for ever 
by Divine authority were thrown into the melting-pbt, and even 
the most elementary positions, such as the existence of a life 
beyond the grave, were questioned. Let me say in passing that 
^ with increasing numbers the tone has become very different. In 
every College, wlffether for men or women, there is^^an Agnostic 
body, but (thanks chiefly to Sie Student Chidstian lMovem.ent) 
there is also an organized Christian society, for anyone to join 
who will. g 
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It is of times long past that I am speaking, wheiri the con- 
troversy centred round the Bible, which I reinemb^ hearing 
described as '' a hopelessly mutilated document/' Gelniany has 
generally been at least forty years in front of E’bgland, whether 
for good or ill. Good in the Eeformation, and also in the 
Evangelical Revival; evil in the onslaught of rationalistic ideas. 
Tliese reached England about 1840, but were not fully transli^ed 
and put into the hands of the reading public till the seventies. 
England's contribution on the scientific side also coincides, 
Darwin's Origin of Species coming out in 1859, and the Descent 
of Ma7i in 1871. The total tumult was very great. The* older 
among you will remember the outcries on both sides, *and those 
who read and keep pace with the currents of critical thought 
will be aware that in great measure the storm has sunk to rest. 
In the beginning of this century a new method of attack was 
begun; the Bible, i.e., the Inspiration of the Past, was left alone 
for every man to interpret as he will, and all forces were directed 
against the Inspiration of the Present, i.e., the work of the 
Spirit of God in the heart of man. We are told that the wonders 
of Conversion can be imitated in the hypnotic trance, and that 
answers to Prayer are due to auto-suggestion, and so on. The 
position is one of extreme peril to our next generation, but I for 
one do not feel capable of dealing in public with the immense 
questions involved. Some among us tergi to get belated in matters 
of thought, and I think it may be of real interest to trace the 
position of the Bible through the last thirty years of the nine- 
teenth century, and see where we stand in face of the tests the 
future is sure to bring. There is so very much to say that, as 
both time and space are limited, I pray you have patience. To be 
brief is to appear dogmatic, and it is not easy to put the conclu- 
sions of a lifetime into a few sentences. 

"When these countless questions about the Bible were thronging 
round me, as formless and ubiquitous as a swarm of locusts, 
a little pamphlet fell into my hands that was a very great help. 
Dr. Christlieb of Bonn wrote a ponderous book called Modern e 
Zweifel, which was translated by a young relative of his, Dr. 
Weitbreclh/ Stanton, now of Mildmay. To encourage English 
readers to try to master so stiff a volume, the Introduction was 
published separately, and it was this that, by the goodness of 
God, jfell into my hands, I think in the Long Vacation of 1874. 

The summary of it that remained in my mind was this. Before 
fighting wesrmust have reconnaissance. It ifiay takers long to ^ 
subdue our enemies, but our first duty is to enumerate them 
and so make an estimate of the work that lies before us. Out- 
cries of no use. Our foes advance upon us in three main 
bands or regiments, thus: — ^ 
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1. Liter dry and Historical Criticism, — This we need not fear. 
We have ^rtainly made a good many mistakes as to dates and 
authorship of our sacred writings, e.g., we thought the Psalms 
were all written by David, and the book we call Isaiah ’’ was 
the work of one man. Learning is a valuable helper in all this 
division. It requires great care in handling, but we need not be 
afraid of the result. It does not touch the question of Inspiration, 
• 2. Scientific Criticism. — This is an infinitely more difficult 
H'gion. Not only does the account of the Creation need to be 
entirelii remodelled, but the question of Miracle is at stake; the 
two great Christian miracles, the Incarnation and the Eesurrec- 
tion, are implicated. I bid you beware how you approach this 
subject. 

3. Ethical Criticism. — This is the hardest of all. I do not 
think any of us can see the end of it, or even attempt to explain 
It. The divine approval of the mean character of Jacob, the 
exterminating wars of Joshua, the extraordinary tales in the book 
of the Judges, the existence of the imprecatory Psalms — we 
Submit, we cannot explain how such as these can be the outcome 
of a God of perfect Goodness and Love. Plere is a very strong 
enemy. 

Such was the pamphlet; though I fear that in this summary 
l am giving you f«r more #f the effect upon my own mind than 
the words of Dr. Christlieb. To some of you it may sound 
Jike the echoes of a past age, but to me it was a great satisfaction 
to find our enemies were not innumerable, but were in definite 
bands. Yet I could not fight, for I would not read. Where 
was the use of speaking to people at home, who checked all 
progress with the wards, ‘‘ To doubt is to sin ”? Where was 
in agnostic friends who said light-heartedly, 
All life is change and progress. You thought one thing yester- 
day, why cannot you think another thing to-dav, and perhaps 
another to-morrow? ” This to my mind meant the'" death of 
the soul. Once I remember confiding in a German pastor, for 
I thought he would sympathize, but he turned his gentle eyes 
on me and said slowly, And you would like to know all the 
difierent poisons by taste ? ’ ’ 

This is not a bipgraphy, and I will only add that I toiled 
along the road for many years, blind and dumb toward the 
speculative side (though one cannot be wholly deaf if one lives 
gi the world of thought), but keeping eyes and tongue and hands 
lully occupied with the practical side of religion. Never did I 
omit reading the Bible, or trying to help, others who knew less 
than myselt, and when one sees the flame of a i^ew life kindled in 
a, young heart, and the whole l:^ing shoots heavenward like a"*sky- 
rocket, doubts >eink into the background. they remaim 
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deep-hidden. One would like to see as well as to^feei and to 

touch. ^ L- 

Now that the dark tunnel is behind me, and I have fun out into 
an atmosphere of light and freedom, it is possible that a state- 
ment may help. Some, who live secluded lives, may be content 
ith the creed, Fear not; only believe,'" which Bishop Light- 
foot found such a help in moments of difficulty; but those #who 
are surrounded with the clamour of the world of Students must 
have some rational explanation to offer, must be able ‘‘ to give / 
reason for the hope " that is in them, even though it be coupled 

with fear " as well as meekness. So let me try. 

The Bible has an outer shell as well as an inner &rneL Every- 
thing, while we are in this world, has a body as well as a soul ; 
we as individuals have, and the Church of Christ has, and even 
our Lord had. Take the Bible down from your shelf and look 

it like any other book: what is it about? It is a very 

ancient record, and it contains History, Legislation, Ethics, 
Poetry, Narratives, Proverbs, Parables, and almost every form 
of literature. Far, far more. These things are the mere channels 
of a Divine Eevelation continued througli centuries ; they are the 
form of an immortal soul that can rule the whole world. 
IS, true. But first admit that it has a body, and that here is 
a region where learning is a great help. What is a critic? In 
some people's minds he seems to bei^ nothing but an anarchist, 
pulling down sacred things, and destroying everything he touches ! 
An art critic is not so; it is true he may point out to you faked 
things and show that what you thought was a Baphael is not so, 
but he also can discover treasures where you cannot. A critic 


an expert in one line of knowledge, whether history, 


archseology, philology, or anything else. He knows more than 
you and I do, and therefore should be listened to. In some things 
he brings forward corroborations of the Bible narrative ; monu- 
ments and inscriptions are innumerable, and all to the good. But 
do you care so very much about these matters ? I do not. They 
deal only with the shell. I do not want especially to know about 
Tiglath-pileser, and about the discovery of cylinders of cuniform 
writing giving the history of Sargon, who is incidentally once 
mentioned in Isaiah. It is all right just in passing, but it does not 
go near the supreme truths I want to know. And it is exactly 
the same when their verdict seems to be adverse to our accepted 
ideas. Perhaps I may here bring forward the stock example, 
though doubtless^ you have heard it a score of times. Mosjj 
critics sayrthat it is about as likejly that Moses%rote Deuteronomy 
as that In Memoriam was written by Spenser, who wrote The 
Faerie Queene. They are not quire all agreed, and it is pathetic 
to s<he how Christian people cateb. at the doubt, as though their 
Jife depended on it. I canqot make myself car§ about the date, 
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but to n^*it is beautifui to read how our Father in Heaven 
re-states iSis laws in terms of entreatj*!. The very young child 
needs short comijaands, Come when I call you/' ‘‘ Don't touch 
the lire '' ; but the older child needs a glimpse of the heart of love 
that lies behind the rules, an explanation of the miseries of dis- 
obedience, and the joys of sympathy with the nobler aim and the 
wid^r scope of the parents. Though this view of a far later date 
^seems to me better, because more in accordance with our 
f)xperience, I am quite ready to leave it because it deals only with 
the sl^ll ; the important point is that the words are really there, 
an expres.'iLon of hope and disappointment, of sympatliy and 
longing, straight from the heart of God, incorporated in our Bible. 
But I pray you listen to this further expression of experience ; if 
the critic goes beyond mere facts and gives you his conclusions, 

I say without hesitation that we will not accept them. No, not 
one of them, for qtid critic he can deal only with the outer shell. 
He misses out our chief witness. He cannot help it. He comes 
under our Lord’s explanation that, unless the little flame of 
the Divine life is lighted within, a man cannot even '' see the 
kingdom of God,” not even know that it is there to be studied. 

St. Paul’s version of the same solemn truth about ” the natural 
man ” is that the things of the Spirit of God are foolishness 
unto him, neither can he know them because they are spiritually 
discerned.” The.se words'^ay seem severe, but again and again 
does the agnostic set his seal to them by saying, ” It isn’t that 
I won’t believe, it is that I can’t. I have not the requisite data.” 
The critic may go on to tell us that Genesis is by no means the 
first book to be written down, but is a comparatively late produc- 
tion, and that the Apocalypse is not the last ; if he goes on to 
add, Therefore the Bible is not reliable,” then we may chase 
him from us without allowing him another word, exactly as 
Nehemiali did the son of Joiada the high priest, because he was 
■son-in-law to Sanballat the Horonite. It is only lately^ that I see 
this division clearly between the work of Learning, and the work 
of the Spirit of God, and surely it leaves us a reasonable path 
to walk in! The critics cannot deal wuth more than^the shell, 
the body; they must not touch the inner soul, because*they have 
no experience of it, and so the judgment they pronounce is worth 
nothing. And even as to the arrangement of the books — a 
wonderful series written over a space of at least fifteen centuries — 
suppose all the sixty of them were bound in separate volumes, 
4iow shouW we pl^e them? Surely it were wise to^egin with 
the remote past, and to end vVfth the remote future**! That a 
critic may also be a sincere Christian is, thank Heaven! true, hut 
then he takes another place, and we call his*work Apologetics 
rather than Criticism, becaus? they bring in a witness the world • 
Kjannot recogni 2 re. • * 
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Only one century ago two of these apologists wem read by 
thousands, and doubtless# considered final, and these |re Bishop- 
Butler, who wrote the Analogy^ and Paley, who inaugurated the 
argument from Design in Nature. Both of these have been 
rendered inefficient and put out of court by the advance of 
scientific discovery, and so doubtless it will be to the end of time. 
What satisfies the intellect of one generation will not satisfy Chat 
of another, but as our knowledge advances, we must advance<r 
also. As a Scottish minister once said to me, The defences: 
of Christianity are not military, hut naval/' One, and only one, 
line of proof is secure, indisputable, eternal, incontrovertible, and 
that is the change in the human character wrought by the 
acceptance of Christ as the Saviour from sin; both from the debt 
of the past and the tyranny of the present. This change, this, 
new life born within us by the work of the Holy Spirit, is spoken 
of many times in the Bible. Take one instance only; Instead 
of the thorn,'' the selfish isolation that wards off other people, 
shall come up the fir tree,'' the type of strong, unobtrusive 
usefulness; instead of the brier," the catching, carping, irri- 
tating, ill-tempered spirit, shall come up the myrtle tree," 
sweetness, fragrance, and bridal beauty: " and it shall be to the 
Lord for a name, and for an everlasting sign that shall not be- 
cut off." If we work for the Kingdom of Pleaven, this is our 
experience. In the depths of our own ''souls we know this change- 
-from the selfish to the altruistic position, from the bitter to the 
sweet, and in dealing with those under our charge, to see the 
spiritual miracle going on is the very joy and crown of our 
endeavour. Centuries come and go, and from the days of the 
Acts of the Apostles to the work of our Bible Classes or of the 
Mission-field of to-day, here is the one evidence for the truth of' 
the Word of God that can never be disputed or gainsaid. 

Let us pass on to the difficulties raised by Science, for to my 
own mind these stood first and chief. My rebellion was long- 
arid complete, for, for some twenty years, I would read nothing 
that bore on the subject on Evolution, nothing but Henry Drum- 
mond, to whom many of us are eternally grateful. However, one- 
day some one suggested that this was not the first time Science 
and Eeligion had come into direct collision, and that in the con- 
flict Science had always won, and yet Eeligion was eventually 
none the worse. It was like bringing a lamp into a dim twilight 
room, as my mind and memory at once supplied the historic- 
instances.^ Think of the first and most cnuj^al struggle of allf 
when the earth was discovei^ed W be a free, rolling bail attendant 
on the sun. Dante's conceptions^ were so scriptural, so satis- 
faciory, wliiie under the new light the words 7ip and down lost 
their meaning. The Apostles' Creed itself, as well as all Scrip- 
ture, speaks of im to heaven, and down to hell, and if the localities 
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of heaven gind hell are taken away from popular conception, the 
reality off hem soon follows. I confers to feeling decided sym- 
pathy witii the Pope and the Cardinals; they all had a look 
through Galileo's telescope, they saw the four moons of Jupiter 
like a little diagram of the planetary system hanging up on the 
wall of heaven for all to see, they listened to the arguments, but 
th^/- considered themselves the guardians of the Faith, and they 
decreed that these things must not he^ and they wrote down that 
^Jt was to be a part of the Catholic faith for ever that the earth 
was feed and central, for anything less than this contradicted 
the whole^tenor of the Bible. It was not till 1835 that helio- 
centric books were taken off the Index. 

The next conflict is coupled with the name of Sir Isaac Newton. 

His great work was not merely the discovery of the law of gravita- 
tion, but that- every department of Nature, Light, Sound, and 
all else, was under the strict reign of law. Witchcraft, and a 
thousand superstitions fell at one stroke, and again there was an 
outcry that this view of the order of the world did away with 
both the power of Satan and the power of God, and tended to 
blank materialism. Yet Newton's discoveries have triumphed. 

The next battle was only a hundred years ago; Geology awoke 
and demanded time. Not a single week in the year 4004 b.c. 
but it cried out for thousands and millions of years, and would . 
not be denied, so plain wsts the evidence of the rocks. The folly 
of the outcries against this claim makes us profoundly ashamed 
of ourselves, but there stands the documentary testimony to our 
stubborn blindness. Fifty years after this the" doctrine of Evolu- ss 
tion was propounded — that -creation is not sudden but very S 
gradual, and that life begins in its lowest forms and works si 
upward. Now with such a past history as we have behind us, 
was it wise that these theories were met with a violent denial? 
that sermons were preached and pamphlets were written by the 
hundreds, bringing forward torrents of abuse, or endeavouring to 
make the whole subject ridiculous? I myself remember such in 
three former conquests undone, and the 
conceptions of Space, Law’ and Time put back to where they stood 
five hundred years ago? Certainly not. Has not Eeli^ion gained 
mther than lost by them? But," you add, “ this discovery 
is so uncertain, and many things disprove it, " Well, perhaps you 
do not realize that the observed motion of the planets in the 
sky seemed to disprove the Copernican theory over and"* over 
,, again for a hundre^d and fifty years. Always wrong ; the precal- 
culated pjace and the actual plage never coincided, till'^stronomers 
were nearly in despair. Copernicus had made the radical mistake 
of thinking the planetary orbits were circles; Kepler, a centur 
and a half later, discovered# they were ellipses, and the'^whol 
theory fell into beautiful and permanent order. We are waitRi 
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for our Kepler, but meanwhile we can no more go hack to the 
catastrophic view of Creation than the astronomers of /jhose days 
could forsake Copernicus and go back to the old ‘ Ptolemaic 
theories. That is impossible. 

This is hardly the place to enter on this vast subject, but 
because it was to my own life the very watershed, the cross-roads, 
the division of thought, which, if accepted, all else foilcQ^ed 
naturally, I may perhaps be excused for dwelling for a fewr 
moments on the magnificent record in Genesis i. There it lief? 
before us, a firm framework of truth, patient of interpretation, 
like ruled lines that we may fill in by our ignorap.ee or our 
knowledge as we will. Milton filled it in with brilliant and 
grotesque designs, picturing full-grown lions and sheep coming 
clambering out of the earth, and we may fill it in with our 
Science. It bears both equally well, for the Bible was not given 
to save us trouble by teaching us Natural Science. 

If you read the ancient Cosmogonies of other lands, whether 
Hindu, Chaldean, Greek, or Scandinavian, you will find they 
cannot go beyond the first sentence without failing into errors, 
most of them absurd enough and even the best of them wholly 
insufficient, while in this our scanty record given us by the Spirit 
of God, the narrative is carried through to the very close, true 
and unlDlemished by even the least mis^iake. 

Israel knew no more Science than any other nation, and con- 
ceived of the solid earth as floating on an abyss of water, with 
sun, moon and stars set in a crystal dome above; yet the Spirit 
of God has guided the hand of the scribe to steer between his 
mental errors into the narrow safety of truth. 

In the first verse you have what Science demands as the five 
necessary presuppositions of Creation — 

1. Time — In the beginning. 

2. Force — God. 

3 . Ene rgy — Created . 

4. Space — The heavens. 

- 5. Matter — ^And the earth. 

The first day's work is the sweeping together of the wreaths 
of cosmic (iust into fiery streams ; heat is not observable 
to a spectator, so it is only the Light that is mentioned. The 
second day's work is the completion of the shape of the earth, 
when the dateless, formless ages are over, and the records of^ 
Geology cc» begin to tell their t^e. Thus it goes on ; 'the whole 
of the inorganic world is in good working order before life is 
introduced, and of the two great forms of life, it is that of the 
vegetable that firs? reaches to sizef^and power. Of animal life, 
..iHs the lower and cold-bloode^l forms that prevail, first, and only 
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at the very end of the Creation Period do the warm-blooded 
creatures Appear, man, both male and %male, being made at the 
same time. This^is only the physical fact of sex, the mental and 
spiritual differences between man and woman coming on the 
scene later. 

Then, again^ observe how the purpose of the whole is brought 
forward as existing before the completion, /' And God said . . . 
^aiid God made and this formula is repeated eleven times in 
*11, giving us a hint of the duration of time, as well as of an aim 
kept steadily in view. In four seconds a man may say deliber- 
ately, I ^ili build myself a house/' and it may take him four 
years to accomplish his design. There are over 30 million seconds 
in a year, so the work takes 30 million times longer than the 
speaking. Also look at the sparing use of the word " create." 
To make is to modify existing materials, but to create is to 
originate. Now, there are three great bewildering questions in 
our minds — How did Matter, as we know it, come into being ? 
How did Vitality spring out of the inorganic world? How 
did Man come out of the world of animal vitality? The gap 
in each case is unfathomable. See how the word “ create " is 
reserved for these three gaps alone, and all else comes under the 
heading made." The answer to our questions is in no mechan- 
ical process unfolding itself, but lies with God and God only, 
" Author and Finisher." ^ 

It is tempting to go into further details, but w’-e must pass on 
to Prof. Ohristlieb’s third division of difficulty. This he con- 
sidered most formidable, and yet we find that the questions solve 
themselves if once w^e admit the principle of gradual or evolu- 
tionary creation, for this surely applies to the mind and character 
of mankind as well as to the powers of his body. It is at 
this point that the parallel between the individual and the race 
is eminently instructive, and certain bright little diagrams illus- 
trative of our long-past history are ever in our nurseries. "When 
the age of actual infancy, the period of passivity, is past, we 
come into the age of self-will, when the babe grasps at everything, 
and is mors prone to destroy than to build. Of this period we 
have hints in the evil of the world before the Flood, Tind in the 
old tyrannies of brute force such as Nineveh and Babylon. From 
five years old onw^ard comes the age of chatter, the enchanted 
time of real childhood, when imagination is vivid, and the word 
" Why ? " is ever on our lips. Here we have the brilliant Greek, 
^with his fairy-tales and his love of adventure ; and in the Bible 
we have the beautiful figure oi Abraham, the good^nd happy 
child at home living under no strict rule, but in direct and com- 
plete communication with his Father. We must all revert to the 
type of Abraham, and this is why spiritually he is called the 

father of the faithful." But iWked at historically, as soan^ 
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as the family develops into a nation the boy must g© to school ; 
sometimes this may appear to be a step downward, hut it is in- 
evitable. Then we have'^Sinai and the giving of the ^Law. Next 
comes the more silent period of adolescence, when we can begin 
to explain the reasons that lie behind the commands, and to show 
the noble purposes we have at heart for our sons ; and these re- 
monstrances and entreaties are represented by the Prophets. ^ 
With the vivid pictures of childhood always before us, with 
the nursery and the schoolroom for ever reminding us of whaj^ 
Ethical Immaturity involves, surely, surely, we need not stumble 
over the strange stories of the book of Judges and elsewhere. 
We can admit the misconception that to us at first se*^ms shock- 
ing, that our God with his heart of love to all mankind was, to 
begin with, thought of as a tribal deity, with Baal or Dagon 
(equally real, but evil powers) entering into conflict with Him. 
We who are fathers and mothers, spiritually if not physicallyi 
know how to praise exceedingly imperfect work if it is an advance 
on the work of the day before. We may call a bit of sewing 
** very good,’' when, judged by our own standard, it is very poor 
indeed. Tlie father may keep in his pocket a letter from his son 
at school, and count it a treasure, though it is blotted and mis- 
spelt, because it is by far the best yet accomplished, and expres- 
sive of thought and of affection. We need not go very far back, 
either, to see why the character of ^Tpacob is approved and the 
deed of Jael praised, for we are still in Ethical Immaturity, 
though at a later stage. Only one century ago there was slavery. 
The conscience of mankind was not awaked to this great evil. St. 
Paul went to'stay with Philemon in a house full of slaves, and 
this indifference went on for eighteen hundred years. The seed 
was sown — There is neither bond nor free, for ye are ail one 
in Christ Jesus ” — ^but it lay long dormant. Did God not bless 
His people while this blot remained upon them? He blessed 
them abundantly, because He never confuses immaturity with 
sin. Sin is “to know the better and choose the worse,” as St. 
Paul explains with the utmost clearness of illustration, and it is 
sin and only sin that meets with condemnation. We too may be 
blind. To the evils of Drink and the conditions under which 
Labour exists our eyes ai*e but half opened, and a century hence 
people will stand in this room and wonder at us. 

When we study these things, we begin to see how beautiful is 
the jBible, how inspired from end to end — pitiful to our low 
estate, kind to ignorance and misconception, unflinchingly stem 
on sin, with a standard that is never lowefed. Tof. Abraham 
God said, “ Walk before Me and^be thou perfect,” f.a., let your 
deeds keep pace with your knowledge of Me ; and nothing higher 
can aimed at *in our Lord’s ov^n words, “Be ye therefore 

^ p§^rfect, as your Ealher in l^oivcn is porfurt.” No need for 
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whe^iGr a plan, a work, or a person, by the primary stages — the 
inception — but only by the final stage — the completion. If you 
Ibok at a statue half made, it may seem to you very poor and 
rough, but if you are a sculptor you may see the perfect form in 
the bio3k. If you are planting out an orchard, you ask to see 
and taste t3e ripened apple before you make your decision as 
to the trees. If you arai writing the life of a man, and summing 
up his character, you do not put against him the screams and 
rebellions of bis infancy. Our God has been infinitely tender with 
our age-long immaturity, and has never been so far in front of 
us that we cannot understand Him. As soon as He could, He 
sent us His Son, the perfect Word of God, the translation of the 
eternal Heart of the Father into a series of words and deeds, 
such as we can understand. Jesus of Nazareth lived for us, 
and then suffei-ed and died for us, and is now in the place of 
power sending the regenerative Spirit to all who come to Him. 
That is our present position, and it is full of hope, for it holds 
out a prospect of completiipn. We are to go on till we all 
come in the unity of the faith, and of the knowledge of the Son 
of God, unto a p{‘rfect man, unto the measure of the stature of 
the fulness of Christ.'' No possible conception can go beyond 
that. 

We have now spent enough thought on the three classes of 
objection brought against the Bible — the Literary and Historical, 
the Scientific, and the Ethical. There is, as" I have already 
mentioned, a fourth class, the Psychological, but this is aimed 
at the work of the Spirit of God in the heart of man rather than 
at the letter of the Bible. We may leave it aside as beyond the 
limits of our present discussion. 

Let us now turn to the entirely positive and constructive side 
of our subject. . 

As early as 1852, a good twenty years before my day, there 
was an undergraduate of Oxford, who wrote these simple lines : — 

“ I have a life in Christ to live, 

^ ^ But ere I live it must I wait 

Till f^earning can full answer give ^ 

To this or that book's date ? 

I have a life in Qhrist to live, 

I have a death in Christ to die : 

And must I wai| till science give ^ 

All doubts a full r^gply?” > . , 
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Thirty years later I knew that man as the Principal of St. 
Andrews University, John Shairp. I was too diffident fn iny youth 
to converse with him, But it is evident to me now that he took 
exactly the position I am trying to explain, that of giving atten- 
tion to the proposals of experts, and yet treating them all as 
secondary— less than secondary, almost negligible — because they 
touch the shell only. Our interest lies in the living kernel inside 
the shell, the immortal soul that dwells in the body, and of 
that we need full and complete corroboration given to us each 
individually. The issues that hang on it are immense, eternal, 
and we need a very strong proof before we can accept it as our 
guide through life. Have we this complete verification? I think 
we may say with confidence, W^e havi, and need not fear to 
publish to ail the world that we have found the truth. 

One of our central texts is this: ‘'Jesus Christ, the same 
yesterday (in history), and to-day (in experience), and for ever 
(beyond the solemn portal of the grave).” Here we Eave the 
three divisions of time. The critic may point out that the 
records of the past are unreliable, and the spiritist may show 
us such a weak, unworthy future that we would rather not have 
it at all. No one can touch the present; it is all our own. Let 
us, I pray you, guard the present as our supreme treasure. 
Immaturity is no barrier. We cannot banish from life more 
wrong than is pointed out to us by the warning of the Holy 
Spirit, but this, coupled with prayer, effects all that we need. 
Under the present rule of Christ the shackles are struck from 
our hands, and the gates begin to open before us. What we ^ 
know of His work now is the true criterion of the recorded pages 
of the Son of Man, and the vision of the King on the Throne. 

If we hear Ills guiding voice to-day, and see the miracles He is 
working in the world of the human character, we need fear 
nothing whatever; here we have reasonable ground for belief 
ill the Gospel narrative in the past, and in the wonders of the 
unknown future. 

Let me give an illustration. Suppose you are a student reading 
Roscoe's Chemistry, and you find there a curious fact, namely, 
that there are two white liquids which, if poured together form 
a scarlet solid. How do you treat such information? Do you 
say, “ It is contrary to all experience; mere fairy-tales; impos- 
sible ! ’ ' Tiien you will never learn any chemistry. The subject 
is i^caled to you for ever. Do you say, Professor Roscoe knows 
far more than I do, and I believe every word from cover to coYei;^ 

Even if ii^told me things far n\pre wonderful than tl?at I would 
believe them ”? With such a temper of mind you would cer- 
tainly learn some chemistry, but It would not be of an intelligent 
sort^not enough’' to help other peppie. For the moment let the 
^ book represent the Bible. # The unbeliever rejects it entirely 
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because it does not come within the range of his experience, and 
the traditiorijalist believer accepts it entirely without examination, 
on the bare authority of the name on tiie title page. I myself 
have heard a good^ man say, If the Bible told me that Jonah 
swallowed the whale, I would believe it,*' and if anyone else 
wants to enquire of such a mind for the truth, he can do nothing 
but J^and them the book, and say, '' Bead this, and believe it. 
Everything you need is here." This is not the best temper of 
iiynd for a Christian or a student of chemistry either. The ideal 
student would say, "" How wonderful ! It is hard to believe such 
a thing is a fact 1 Let rne go up to the laboratory and verify it ! " 
He goes up,* shuts himself in, prepares the material and makes 
the great venture. Nothing happens. Does he throw' the book 
down and say, “ There, Lve done with it. I w^as afraid it was 
all lies and delusions, and now I see that it is." No, he lays the 
blame not on the book but on himself, saying, ‘‘ What can I 
have done wrong? " He reads the instructions over again, dis- 
covers the mistake, and tries once more. If he is but a beginner 
this may happen several times, but his faith in the book remains 
unshaken. It is present expeiience is the test. He says, 
Others have attained this result, so why may not I? " and with 
still more exact obedience he follows every detail. Surely when 
at last the little scarlet lump lies in the test-tube before his 
eyes, he may exclaim with assurance, I have found the truth! " 
It is the experience of the immediate present that is the proof 
of the validity of the recorded page of the past, and the founda- 
tion of confidence for the future. 

The most important part of life is this bringing conviction to 
our own selves. The words in the Bible stand sure, expressed 
in many different ways, that the Lord will give the Holy Spirit 
to those who ask Him, but our eyes are blind and our hearts are 
stubborn, and it is hard to stand at the foot of the Cross and 
wait. But let this new fiame be lighted within, and we are free 
to look around us and see how wonders of the same kind are 
going on in the hearts of others. A good part of the work is left 
to the living voice of the Church of Christ, but even this is 
useless unless it is backed up by the words of the BibLe. Look 
at our vast fields of Missionary work, read the annual report 
01 the Bible Society, or the Scripture Gift Mission, enquire what 
the Army Scripture Leaders are doing, or the Lanyard Nurses, 
or the men of the London City Mission, or any other s»eh 
Qhristian agencies, and you will find that the Bible itself is the 
power-h(xise " frSm w^hich th^ can draw their forces^ It may 
be somewhat crudely treated, but as long as there is not an inten- 
tional rejection of the light given us, as long as the Holy Spirit is 
obeyed in all simplicity, the hjessing of God will always Mlow 
ihis faithful recurrence to the words He has given us. 
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If we turn to the more educated minds^ we must be yet more 
careful. The generation immediately below our owr? is just now 
costing us acute anxiety by its rebellion against a final authority, 
whether in Church, or State, or Bible, or Some, and we can 
only help it by following the more personal clue. The recorded 
words of our Lord may have absolute authority for us who know 
Him, but those who do not must never be faced with a quotation 
as final. If you are merely shocked at their questioning, 
you will shut them lip into silence. These souls are worth the 
winning, and I do pray you to spare them the dark tunnel^ through 
which 1 walked for so many years. Bead the boo^s they read, 
face the questions they have to face, and if this is not possible 
to you, put your weight on the type of conduct that can be pro- 
duced by faith, for this is the one witness that from age to age 
never wears out. Meanwhile T pray you to make as few mistakes 
as you can, even in dealing with the outer shell of our beloved 
Book. 

The Bible is like the field of corn which yields us daily bread. 
The husk and the straw must not be offered in place of the living 
kernel, the food of the soul, and yet must always remernber 
that straw and chaff are absolutely indispensable for the growth 
of the grain wdthin, and should not be spoken of slightingly, but 
treated with respect. ^ 

There is a good illustration in the Fourth Gospel of how we 
are apt to pay for every mistake we make. Philip, filled with 
enthusiasm, says to Nathaniel, We have found Him of whom 
Moses in the law and the prophets did write, Jesus of Nazareth, 
the Son of Joseph.’' This short sermon has in it five statements, 
and two of them are errors. Had Philip said, “ Jesus of 
Bethlehem, the son of David,” all would have gone smoothly, 
and the triumphant shout, W^e found Him! ” would have 
produced the desired effect; but, alas, error is more active and 
blatant than truth, and Nathaniel, who knew^ his Bible well, 
stumbles over the w^ord ‘‘ Nazareth.” Philip is checked barely 
for an instant. He knows that his conviction is not founded on 
rational «and intellectual grounds offered by the past, but that 
sight, hearing, touch in the immediate present all have something 
to do with the result on his own heart. Philip is very wise. He 
feels sure that somehow or other the obstrusive Nazareth will be 
bi^^ught into harmony with the promised Bethlehem, for, after all, 
these are only outward conditions, and the core of the message 
he is so^ger to deliver remainq^intact : — We have feund Jesus, 
long foretold, and now really here.” So, without contending, or 
denying, or arguing, he only says,*‘‘ Come and see,” sure that on 
the«same personal data the sam^ conclusion would be reached 
Jby his friend. And it was reached, for at a bound Nathaniel outran 
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his leader, and gave the first witness to the true position of our 
Lord.'" Naz^^eth and Joseph could wait, tff be cleared up later on. 

Here we close. Truth is one because God is one. The same 
,, God who created flie world of matter gave us His Son into the 
, , ; world of the soul. He who so carefully formed the mind of man, 
with all its desires after rationality, perfection, and eternity, also 
put kito our hands the Bible as we have it to-day. We must 
always seek for the Unification of our knowledge, for we cannot 
oalieve tw’o contradictory things. We can therefore be grateful 
to the experts for their searching examination into every nook 
and corner <^f the varied regions on which the Bible touches, for 
every bit of true discovery brings the Unification nearer; but we 
ever remember that only the Spirit of God who wrote this Book 
can read it, that the Bible not only was, but is inspired, and will 
never lose its power. It is in this thought that we come on the 
extraordinary value of the present. The rule is, '' h'irst the blade, 
then the ear, then the full corn in the ear. ’ ’ The critic may handle 
ably enough the blade and the preparatory outer form, the ear 
of straw, but if he suggests that is the whole, his judgment is 
spiritually worthless, for he proves himself blind to the treasure 
within. It is the ‘‘ full corn in the ear/' the ever- new and ever- 
working life that lies hidden inside, that is received into the heart 
and changes the conduct. All else is but means to this end. Here 
is the one proof that never 4ails while the centuries come and go. 
When ^ our eyes are opened and we knpw Christ as our Saviour 
and King, we see Him like a lighthouse in the middle of history, 
throwing His long beams backward over the obscure and painful 
details of the past, as well as forward over the- unknown future. 
There is nothing to fear either way. W'e came from the lowest, 
and we are, by His grace, to rise to the highest. But His chief 
work lies ever in the present. ' ‘ To-day if ye will hear His voice, 
and the only time over which have control is to-day, Behold, 
now is the day of salvation,’" and our personal history is one 
prolonged now. “ The Spirit and the Bride say, Come.” The 
appeal to the human will to exert itself is made both by the 
divine ever-present Spirit and by the living Church that walks 
the earth in ail humility, and by these voices God fulfils His 
gi’eat purpose for mankind, that of bringing many sons unto 
glory,” and gathering around His Throne a great multitude that 
no man can number."’ 

Discussion. • 

# % 

Lt.-CoL Biddxjlph said, with r^^erence to a God of LoTS and the 
Imprecatory Psalms: The Div^e Unity forbids ns to regard the 
Almighty in any single attribute at the expense of His other attri- 
' bates. Thus, if His love be takdn regardless of His holiness, jn'Stice, 

J;, and hatred of sin, we should not g»t the God of Bevelation. At 
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His first coming our Lord Jesus Christ displayed pre-eminently the 
love of God ; but the ^ay of vengeance of our God<^’ is reserved 
for His second coming. 

**The Bible has an outer shell as well as an inner kernel-’' 

If science may at times appear to kill the shell, it still leaves 
the kernel unscathed. The Bible speaks primarily to man’s heart, 
rather than to his intellect. To the Christian it is not of conse- 
quence whether the life of the present world is thought to be tl]^ 
result of evolution through long ages, or was brought in by the 
Divine fiat, as an act of creation after a period of chaps. But 
whichever view be held, there is no doubt that map. is not the 
result of evolution, for “God created man in His own Image.” 
I find it best to take Gen. I. literally, including the siz days; 
but this does not forbid an interval between verses 1 and 2 as vast 
as any geologist may require, and which can contain all the specu- 
lations of science, for the Bible passes over it in silence. The 
mere fact that science alters or amends its theories every few 
years, and requires fresh handbooks continually, while the Bible 
stands for all time, should be suJficient to indicate the unreliability 
of the former when it opposes revelation. 

Dr. Schofield thanked Miss Maynard for her valuable and 
charming paper that left such a delightful taste behind it. With 
reference to the disputed unity of authorship of Isaiah, he remarked 
that the first half of Isaiah has God ^s people for its subject, the 
second half the coming Messiah ; and that a chief difficulty in 
supposing dual authorship is that the man who wrote chapters 40 
to 66 could possibly have remained unnamed and unknown. With 
reference to Gen. I. he said 

Its great value is that it is absolutely unscientific. Had it been 
otherwise and written in the science of its time, it would certainly 
have to be amended and altered at least every 50 years. 

Dr. Schofield said : I put this years ago to Canon Driver, who 
pointed out that the writer probably thought the firmament was an 
inverted copper bowl over the earth with small holes for the rain, 
and other apertures for sun, moon and stars. I asked him, “If I 
grant thaj; this probably represented the last word of the science of 
his day, of which he must have been as proud as we are of ours 
to-day, how is it he says nothing about it in the chapter? What 
power restrained him from writing scientifically, and what mind 
to using instead, broad words without definition that 
stand for the science of all ages? 

Mr. "V^iw-HosTE wrote: — ^ ^ ^ ^ 

Our thanks are due to Miss Maynard for her most 

interesting reminiscences This its not the first time that 

Girt^, at least, lias justified her ez^stence to the Victoria Institute, 
i was reminded in reading ^he paper, of Pascal’s remark, “ Le 
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coeur a des raisons, que la raison ne connait pas.” Would not the 
title of the paper have been more fittingly Thoughts in the 20th 
Century on the Bible ? At any rate the Bible, like the sun, is 
the same as ever, and holds serenely on its way in spite of storms. 
As for the Imprecatory Psalms and similar difficulties, does not 
Augustine’s dictum explain much, ** Distinguish the dispensations 
and ^ou harmonise the verities.” I nowhere find that God 
^proved of the mean character of Jacob. God loved Jacob because 
valued spiritual blessings, but his meanness brought him through 
many a trying chastening at the hand of God. It really puzzles 
me how anyone can read such passages as Leviticus 18, 24, 25, and 
Chap. 20, 2 ^, also Deut. 18, 12, in their context and yet find an 
insuperable ethical difficulty in the extermination of the Canaanites. 
The question of the future destiny of all is nowhere raised. It was 
good for the world at large that such a hideous moral cesspool 
should be hygienically and drastically dealt with. Experts, 

especially those who go out of their province, are the worst of 
witnesses. Their triumphs in their proper domain are apt to 
engender a certain dogmatism, which is very impatient of a con- 
trary opinion. In the Dreyfus case M. Bertillon, who had made 
a name for himself as the inventor of the criminal authropometric 
system, undertook as a professed expert of orthography to prove 
on a black board in open court in Paris that Dreyfus had written 
the “ Bordereau.” Doubtless he fully believed in his own infalli- 
bility. as the higher critics seem to do in theirs, and thousands of 
Frenchmen, hypnotised by his reputation in other spheres, did not 
believe he could be wrong, and accepted his conclusions ; but it was 
afterwards proved that Capt. Dreyfus did not write a letter of 
the famous document. The reverse is, I believe, true of Deutero- 
nomy; it is one of the foundation books of the Bible. No other 
book is more often quoted in the New Testament, no other so often 
in the Old. It is woven into the very warp and woof of the Scrip- 
tures, and if Moses did not write it, as is asserted all through, then 
the whole book is a patent forgery. According to the lecturer all 
these things are the shell merely, but I cannot think the illustration 
very happy ; though, of course, the kernel is the essential. Experi- 
ence teaches that though you may find many a bad kernel 4n a good 
shell, you never find a good kernel in a rotten shell. 

Mr. Hoste concluded by quoting Professor G- Dana’s testimony to 
the profoundly philosophical character of the first chapter of 
Genesis. 

* Lieut. -Cof/. Mack^^lay said: — ^ 

A most valuable paper. I am in hearty agreement with its 
general trend as far as I unders1;and it. Our warm thanks are due 
to the author for her careful ^description of tlie condition a 
young Christian, taught to shrink # from the consideration of „ 
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modernist ideas, but afterwards, in maturity, investigating for 
herself the current thoughts which spring up around tis. 

1 am in hearty sympathy with her remark (p. *44), that you won’t 
win those who have leanings to destructive criticism and agnos- 
ticism if you are simply shocked. Sympathy, experience, and 
wisdom should be freely and wisely employed. 

Many minds, especially young ones, are apt to blindly follow the 
teaching of some respected leader without the exercise of an^’ 
thought or judgment themselves. This is true both for Christians 
and for unbelievers. Some remain in this condition all th^ir lives, 
but others, as they grow older, take the trouble to investigate for 
themselves. I often think it would be a great gain if more Christ- 
ian leaders were themselves much more deeply taught than most 
of them are at present, in science and in the methods of modern 
thought. They would then be able to lend a helping hand to those 
in intellectual difficulties and lead them out of dark tunnels 
(pp. 34 and 44). Miss Maynard has thought for herself and (under 
divine guidance) with faith more firmly established. It is the aim 
and object of the Victoria Institute to help all of us to do the same. 

Some of her statements are, however, surely too sweeping for 
strict accuracy; for instance (p, 37) “Witchcraft and a thousand 
superstitions” have not all fallen, even now. Science cannot truly 
bo found to have always won (p. 37 ) Miss Maynard’s want of 
care (p. 34) for the evidences of monuments and inscriptions will 
hardly, I think, commend itself to most thoughtful minds. Plow can 
a fhhig (p. 34) be said to have a soul? Would not the word spirit 
be more correct than soul on pp. 33, 36, and 42? And the words 
two transparent and colourless liquids than two white liquids 
(p. 42)? 

The simile of the kernel and the husk, or shell, so frequently 
used (pp. 54, 35, 36, 44) in the paper before us seems to be an unfor- 
tunate one to nse, because it lends itself to the popular dictum 
that the Bible only contains the word of God (the kernel) mixed 
up with much of man’s fallible work (the husk). Our author, 
however, apparently guards herself "(pp. 43, 45) against this inter- 
pretation* by her statement that the Bible is the word of God ; by 
which she means, I take it, that ail in it, both kernel and husk, is 
indeed the word of God; but if this is her meaning it does not 
seem to be a happy expression that part of the word of God is 
h^h or shell ! 

I do not feel sure that our author (pp. 33, 37) has given the be|t 
explanafen of the difficulties rajsed by etbic^ criticism, nor do I 
feel convinced that a fair comparison can be made between the 
human race in its earlier stages aW a present-day child. 

I ^uite agree that specialists aitd critics have their uses, but 
they also have their limitations, chiefiy consisting of a certain 
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narrowness of visage as any experienced barrister will tell yon. 
I quite agree that it is most unwise to trust to their conclusions 
blindly. * ^ # 

Miss Maynard is certainly on solid ground when she tells us 
that no arguments and no learning will convince and convert an 
unbeliever as according to the Scripture which she quotes. The 
natural man receiveth not the things of the Spirit of God : for they 
are^'foolishness unto him (1 Cor. II. 14, p. 35). She is also right 
mn saying that the attack in warfare is more successful than the 
defence — for that, I suppose, is the meaning (p.36); of her Scottish 
parson'is remark about the military and naval defence. As she 
rightly saysJ5 the facts of conversion, of lives changed from dark- 
ness to light, from misery and selfishness to happiness and love, 
are the “ evidences for the truth, of the word of God which can 
never be disputed or gainsaid (p. 37). 

Mr. Theodore Roberts felt they were all greatly indebted to 
Miss Maynard for her very interesting paper, with which he was 
in substantial agreement. As regards the creation, he was in agree- 
ment with the paper and not with the Chairman. He believed that 
each of the days in Genesis I. was intended to represent a period 
of time during which God acted in a particular way, like the 
millennial day of Christ’s reign. Seeing that the sun and moon 
were not brought in until the fourth day, he could not conceive 
how ‘the earlier days could# possibly represent periods of twenty- 
four hours each. He was anxious that it should be made very 
clear that the truth of Christianity did not depend upon the dis- 
proof of evolution or whether Moses wrote the Pentateuch or not. 
For him the Resurrection of our Lord was the one suf&cient proof 
of the truth of the Christian revelation. As regards the Higher 
Critics, he considered their theories as the result of isolated study 
in a closet, and thus lacking in the common sense which rubbing 
shoulders with their fellow men would have produced. He pointed 
out that the naturalness of the story of Joseph and his brethren 
disproved the finely spun theories of the critics as to its origin in 
Babylonian myths. 

Mr. T. a. Gillespie said : I am very glad to express my sincere 
appreciation Si the most interesting paper which has been read 
to us. It brings to my mind the expressive way in which our late 
and esteemed member, Professor Langhorne Orchard, referred to 
the critic of Scripture, and in passing I feel constrained to 
how much he will be missed at our meetings; for his marked 
*iumility of spirit *nd keen spiritual perception was certainly a 
treasure ; ftie Society is the poofer to-day by his home call. He 
said any person who attempts# to criticise the Bible must be the 
possessor of three qualifications, viz., (1) a revexent spirit, (2) an 
unbiased mind, (3) an adequate scholarship — yea, and a fourth 
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more important still, he must be spiritual, and this to my mind 
is absolutely essential if any notice is to be taken of the critic ; 
and it is here where I ^Jiink Miss Maynard has beerf misunder- 
stood — in her repeated reference to the outer shelly and inner kernel 
of the Bible, for surely the critic who has not that divine life she 
speaks of on page 35 can only deal with the precious truths of 
Scripture superficially ^ as these things are hidden from the wise 
and prudent and revealed unto babes. I don’t think Miss MayrTard 
had any idea of dividing up the Word of God, although it might 
appear so by the way in which she has expressed herself. 

I was pleased the Chairman spoke of the imprecatory Psalms, 
as the critic entirely loses sight of the fact that when^. these were 
written there was no revelation of a final judgment. These Old 
Testament utterances teach us how thankful we ought to be that 
we are living in the light of the Gospel and under the law of Love. 

At the same time proving clearly that God’s righteous judgment 
will overtake the impenitent sinner. 

Mb. Collett remarked that the word “ discerner” in Heb. xii. 4 
is really “critic,” and shows that the Bible is intended to criticise 
us. Not many years ago we were told that Moses could not possibly 
have written the Pentateuch, because writing was not known in his 
days. It is now well known that the art of writing was practised 
hundreds of years before Moses was born. Mr. Collett said that 
he instinctively shrank from the use of such words as “husk.” 

“straw” and “ chaff ” to describe any"part of God’s Holy Word. 

He argued from Exodus xx. 9 to 11 that the days of creation ought ^ 

to be taken as periods of 24 hours; and from John xii. 38 and 40 
that the fifty- third and sixth chapters of Isaiah respectively quoted p 
must have the same author. 

The Rev. A- Cbaig Robinson expressed cordial agreement with 
many of the sentiments of Miss Maynard’s paper, but thought that 
she treats too lightly the consequences which were bound to follow, 
and as a matter of fact have followed, the rationalistic theories 
of German critics, which have made infinitely more difi&cult all 
evangelical work at home or in the mission field- He then detailed 
three striking arguments for believing in the early date of the 
Pentateuch. 

Dr. D. Anderson-Bebky writes : — * 

Sir, — When I read the paper for the first time I was charmed 
by the beauty of its language, the rhythm of its sentences, the 
balance of its thoughts, and the exquisiteness of its style. Instead 
of^tbiticising the author’s views, and probably being mistaken, I 
would state my own belief. ^ r. 

Miss SS^ynard speaks of passing through a dark tunnel. I on 
my part fell into a dark pit wheiJi I cast my beliefs into the 
melting-pot kept ^-bubbling by the flames of hell. I cannot here * - 

enter*^ on the causes. Sufficient tO say that I learned why the 
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religions of the world depict a cruel God, Whom to propitiate sacri- , 

fioes are o:^ered, even human. Christianity alone ofiers to the race 
something diherent. * 

But then Christianity is not a religion. It is a revelation and 
a faith — a revelation whose author is God, and whose subject is 
.Himself- , , ' j 

I believe in the Bible, the whole Bible, and nothing but the ; 

BiSie. To me it is the Word of God, a revelation of Himself. 

• Putting forward no explanation as to inspiration, I hold this book j 

'to be this revelation, not merely to contain a revelation. | 

God’s revelation is a light that shows not only the greatness of \ 

its source but displays the squalor of the place into which it shines. 

The former explains the kernel, the latter the husk. We would 
never have thought the conduct of the people in the Old Testament 
cruel, treacherous, etc., but for this Light. Civilisation would not 
make us look askance at them, for, human nature being always 
the same, their conduct can be matched — yes, overmatched. 


The author speaks of experts. As long as they confine themselves 
to the bringing out of facts which, but for their skill and special 
knowledge, might remain unnoticed, all is well. It is when they 
come to deductions, opinions, suppositions, and so forth, that we 
get contradictions. Of this Miss Maynard gives us a specimen- 


Deuteronomy, the experts tell us, is a book written much later. 
But there are many experts that say just the reverse — higher critics, 
such as Van Bohlen, Vater, Vatke and Beuss. And a greater than 
any critic, even St. Paul himself, in his Epistle to the Homans, 
bases arguments on quotations from Deuteronomy, and expressly 
quotes from it as being from the pen of Moses. I might refer to 
St. Peter and Stephen as well as to our Lord Himself, but time 
forbids. 

As to evolution. Well, I was a student when Darwin was 
fascinating my world. But to be true to science you must go the 
full length of evolution. The ascent of man ’’ ? Well, one smiles 
and thinks of its author as a modern Issachar ! You must go back 
to the first nebulosity so tenuous that a few million cubic miles 
of it weighs but a grain. 

Out of this by slow processes and under strict law this world 
has come 1 And what a wonderful world ! Head Fabre’s books. 
The man whom Darwin himself called “ that incomparable 
observer ” ! I take my stand humbly as becomes me in the presrsrss 
of such a mind and l^lieve him when he gently gibes at the evolu- 
tionist. Here is wlJat he says ^out the logarithmic cir!!Ye known 
to you for its mathematical expression and wonderful attributes. 

We find it/’ says he, “ in thetpiral of a snail-shell, in the chaplet 
of a spider’s thread, as perfect in the world ox atoms as m the 
world of immensities. And this uigversal geometry tells us of a 
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Universal Geometrician, Whose divine compass has measured all 
things. I prefer that as explanation of the logarithmic curve of 
the nautilus and the garden spiders, to the worm screwing up the 
tip of its tail. 

As to being gentle with the rising generation . . . the Bible that 
was good enough for me in the darkest hour of my life, they in 
their hour of need will find equally good. God has spoken, f^nd 
He asks to be believed. 

I would close in the words of our late learned President, the Earh 
of Halsbury : “I don’t like the modern criticism,” said Lord 
Halsbury, “ and I will not admit to being influenced it in the 

least. To me the Bible is inspired, and if I believed anything 
else, I should die a miserable man.” 

Miss Maynard, in reply, said : The reception of my paper has 
been very kind- 

The imprecatory Psalms have been mentioned, but not, I think, 
explained. There are two lessons our Divine Creator sets before 
man to learn — to hate sin, and to love the sinner. In dealing with 
immaturity, which would be taught first? To a young child, to 
love means both to caress and to imitate, and this is very unsafe. 
The wise plan is to begin with the hatred of sin and get that firmly 
established, and this to an immature mind means condemnation of 
the man who sins. That is a phase wh^ch cannot be helped. Only 
Christ can fully separate between man and sin, which He makes 
as clear as the separation between man and disease. Then comes 
in the reign of the Gospel, with the preaching of unending, unwearied 
love toward the sinner. In the imprecatory Psalms you see half 
the lesson being well learned. The hatred of sin is complete, the 
love to the sinner is still hidden in the future. 

The question of pseudonymity was touched upon, and it was 
argiied that it is not in human nature to give away magnificent 
productions of the spirit and the pen, and sign them with another 
man’s name. This was adduced to cover the authorship of Deu- 
teronomy, Isaiah, from the 40th chapter onward, and the majority 
of the Psalms. Now it may seem strange, but this was not the 
feeling of ’"antiquity, and authors delighted in signing their work 
by the name of the great master they were following. I believe 
there am more than twenty spurious Dialogues of Plato,” 
borrowing the names of the speakers and all else, and the treatises 
sighed Galen may be counted by the hundred. This surely may 
explain m part at least the authorship of the <»Pentateuch. 

It was brought forward that our Lord during His Temptation 
quoted no other book but Deuterononfy, and that this was a guarantee 
of itr Inspiration.'' Most certainly is, but that does not include 
the date. There it stands, a part of our Bible for ever, a beautiful 
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tender, gentle restatement of the Laws of Sinai, in the terms of 
expostulation and entreaty, sent through some unknown prophet 
of Israel, when the early childhood of our race was over, and adoles- 
cence that can be reasoned with had taken its place. 

It was well remarked by Mr. Roberts and by others as well, that 
scientific discoveries (whether eventually proved right or wrong), 
ank questions of authorship and date such as the origin of the 
m Pentateuch, are not the foundation of the Faith we hold. I believe 
*with Mr. Gillespie that before the critic can be of any help in the 
personal salvation of man, he must himself be a partaker of the 
spiritual Mfe, new born within. And yet, admitting these matters 
to the full, I still think it desirable that the older and more expe- 
rienced minds should study the verdicts of criticism, and not leave 
them wholly to the judgment of the young and crude minds around 
us. The tide of secular thought and discovery is mounting, and 
cannot possibly be checked, and we must meet it with understand- 
ing and not with blank hostility. We are quite safe, we are on 
the winning side. The confession of Christ as God is the rock on 
which the whole Church is built, and we have the promise that the 
gates of hell shall never prevail against it. 
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The Chairman then called on Mr. Sydney T. Klein, F.L.S., F E A S 
to read his paper on “The Invisible is the Keal, the Visible is oniy*it& 
Shadow.” The lecture was illustrated by physical experiments. 


“ THE INVISIBLE IS THE REAL, THE VISIBLE IS 
OhLY ITS SHAEOW.” Illustrated by physical experi- 
ments. By Sydney T. Klein, E.L.S., P.R.A.S., E.E.M.S., 

T N other words, the Spiritual is t&e Real, the physical is 
1 only its shadow-form, as depicted on our finite organs of 
perception. 

^Let us firstly clearly understand wliat we mean by Eeai and 
Unreal. 

To most people the world in which we live seems very real 
and it is difficult for them to believe otherwise; but the longer 
we investigate and the more knowledge we thereby gain of our 
surroundings, the clearer we see that behind all phenomena there 
is a wonderful incomprehensible power which we call the 
Spiritual, and that that power is quite beyond our senses of 
perception and therefore of our conception, except in its efiects, 
namely, those appearances which in detail we call phenomena and 
in the aggregate we caill the Universe. 

In whatever direction we pursue our investigation we indeed 
find that nlthnately it is always the Unknowable which is the 
ewe of the Knowable; the Invisible the cause of the Visible. 
On the other .hand those who have not investigated or looked 
beyond ^ horizon of everydaj^ life and w^io ^insisi that the" 
Visible is real because they live and move and have their being 
therein, ^ can only look upon the Infisible as shadowy and unreal. 
But r little thought shows this conphision to be quite untenable, 

„ because if the Invisible is ui?real and the Visible real it would 
make the unreal actually ' the , cause of the i-eal, which is, of 
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course, aljsurd. We have therefore to acknowledge that the 
Invisible is real and is the cause of l^e Visible which we call 
the universe, and it remains for us to see whether the Visible 
is also real. 

I propose to lay before you certain facts to show that though 
we have become accustomed to accept the reality of our surround- 
ings and have thus concluded that there are two worlds, the 
• Invisible and the Visible, in reality there is only one world. I 
•shall show that the Visible, namely, the world of our everyday 
life, or what I will call the wwld of appearances, is only real 
in the sen«e that dolls, wooden horses and toys may be said to 
be real to children; they are useful for their education, but are 
really only make-believes to help their infant minds to expand and 
grasp higher truths. 

The human race is steadily progressing townards the goal to 
which the scheme of creation is carrying us; but it is yet in 
its infancy as shown by the fact that we still require symbolism 
to help us to maintain and carry forward abstract thoughts to 
higher levels, even as children require picture books for that 
purpose. It is well therefore that we commence our investigation 
in a humble frame of mind, namely, that we first clearly realise 
our ignorance and the limitations under which only are w^e able 
to look out upon our surroundings. 

Let us first consider how much many of us are dominated by 
this world of appearances in our everyday life. 

We are each living in a little world created and furnished 
by our thoughts. The racing man lives in a world furnished 
with all the paraphernalia of horses, stables and jockeys, with 
a long list of future racing engagements and preparations for 
winning races years in advance. The business man is in touch 
with other business men in all parts of the earth, and is living 
in a world dominated by thoughts of transactions and financial 
calculations for present and future money-making. A member 
of the Stock Exchange is living in a turmoil of thoughts of stocks 
and shares and their probable value from day to day. The 
gambler is in a whirl of thoughts of possible luck ii^ his world 
of chance. A market gardener is planning from year's end tn 
year’s end how he can most profitably bring his produce to 
perfection and how, even in the winter months by means of 
glass-houses, he can grow fruit and vegetables which nat q.ye 
would only produce during the summer. The physicist is living 
•in a world of g^toms, radio-activity, chemical anaj^’ses and 
synthesis, and the tremendous ^forces of nature which he can let 
loose and control ; he is so engrossed in his experimental research 
and calculations that he can hardly allow hinaself the necessary 
time for sleep. Others a?e striving for worldly possessions, 
larger estates, and other means by which they can appear great" 
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ii ^ many others are struggling for a mere 

pittance for their daily thread. All in different ways are living 
in a world of physical domination created by ^heir thoughts in 
ttos wor d of appearances. They are worshipping the fetish of 
he vtstble though it were the real, and if at times they are 
urged to think of the Invisible, _ the wonderful true meaning of 

cannot find time for its consideration and'^put 
lu oil till to-morrow — which, nover comes. 

It was this obsession which made the last war possible Foi- 
many years before the final cataclysm in 1914. the human race 
in almost every country was steadily raising up and worshipping 

real inner 

spmtual life to which the scheme of creation is carrying us. 

us obsession was more in evidence in Germany than in any 
other country. The value of the Invisible was ignored and with 
It went all reverence for religious and ethical ideals. Pride of 
imeuect supplanted spiritual discernment with the result that all 
• tnough.s and actions became wholly governed by the desire for 
self-aggrandisement. Euthless ambition for mastery was taught 
m them schools as the true aim of life, and was openly advocated 
by their politicians, irrespective of the rights of weaker nations, 
culminating m the audacious dream of “ Germany above all ” 
with Berlin as the centre of a world-wide domination. The war 
has been a terrible lesson, but the shock has brought the human 
race to the point of awakening to a new and better aspect of life, 
it may even be realised that that shock has been a blessing in 
disguise, and that without it an even greater upheaval later on 
would have been necessary to have the same effect. 

We vull now'' examine this world of appearance and try to 
realise how very limited is the outlook we can employ for under- 
standing our surroundings. Let us first examine our sense 
organs through which, only, can we get knowledge of that outside 
world. It is only comparatively lately that by the study of 
embryolo^ we have discovered that all our sense organs have 
been developed from the same source, namely, from the outside 
'‘f fii j embryo of every animal we see that the first vestige 
ot the advent of each sense organ is a wrinkle or enfoldment of 
tne external skin, and from this common beginning are, in due 
course, developed the organs by means of which we become aware 
our surroundings. 

These orpns are all formed on the same plan, namely, for the ' 
detectioa.-pf vibrations or movements in the tether, air or matter'' 
and they are each endowed wfeh bundles of nerves" or nerve 
processes which can be affected sympathetically by the particular 
pitch- of vibrations which that organ is meant to receive. Each ' 

* 0 ,.® certain range of perception, and 
tlu^ugh in the last fifty years we have invented instruments to 
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extend the powers of those organs, we are still looking out upon 
our surrounflings in a very rudimentary aftanner; we have indeed 
to acknowledge tl:j^t the human race is so much in its infancy 
that our eyes aud other organs of perception can hardly be said 
to be yet opened. 

The two organs by which we principally gain knowledge of 
our surroundings are those of sight and hearing, and I will’ now 
■emonstrate to you liow^ narrow is the possible range within 
which they can be used in our attempt to investigate the world 
of appearances. 

What we* call hearing is the apprehension of vibrations in 
inatter, mostly in the form of the air we breathe ; and when these 
vibrations strike the ear in regular succession, beyond a certain 
number in a second, ^ they produce the effect of what may be 
called a solid or continuous sound, namely, a musical note. If 
a number of these notes are sounded together^ we call it a noise, 
Below sixteen vibrations in a second the ear can hear them as 
separate beats but beyond that number the sound is continuous, 
K I had no I’egard for your feelings I could have arranged to 
illustrate this by loud explosions or, pistol shots fired in quick 
succession, and up to fifteen explosions in a second vou would 
have heard them separately, and the noise would have been so 
terrific that 1 should no doubt have quickly lost you ail as an 
audience,* but if you could have endured the pain you would 
have had a great surprise when the rate had readied sixteen 
explosions in a second; as if by magic the harsh noise would 
suddenly have disappeared and in its place, though the explosions 
were still going on, you would have heard a wonderful deep 
musical sound like that given out fay the longest pipe of an organ. 

I have however arranged the experiment in a gentler fashion and 
its demonstration will be pleasant instead of painful. 

I have here a large metal disc, which can bc' revolveii at. a 
high speed, and 1 have had holes drilled regularly on it in con- 
centric circles ranging from sixteen up to five hundred in the 
different circles. We will arrange for a puff of air to be forced 
through each hole singly as it is brought round by the revolution 
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thirty-two vibrations, and the next octave by 
ftamely, by doubling the number for each 
octave and so on until we reach about the tenth octave, where 
fh! are close on twenty thousand in a second, when 

tilt sound passes beyond the range of human audition, although 
\e can sliow that the air is still vibrating and we can count 
three ockves°^ thence ascertain the pitch for a&ther 

We now- have. -to traverse mmierically only about thirty-one 
octa\es, which contain all the pulsations in the tether which we 

he^it'^nTf «ppi’ecate as radiant 

-u '? oi' frequencies which, when 

tiitj stnke the eye, gives us the impression of light. The lowest 
late gives us the colour red, followed bv orange, yellow, green 

identical with pitch 

ctril ’ ^ ^’Po° rate of pulsation that 

stiiKe oul organs of sight and hearing. 

If 1 had time I could have shown by means of the photo- 
chromoscope that the colours red, green and violet are produced 
bj three rates of frequencies which are in exactly the same ratio 
to each otlier as those of the first, third and fifth which compose 
the major triad in music; and that those three colom-s when 
combined produce pure white light. The whole range of sight 
therefore^ on y covers a little over half an octave, and 'above and 
below this there is darkness for us ; and yet it is by means of < 
this about half an octave that we have to see all our surroundings. 

\v liat a world of knowledge is therefore lost to us by the 
narrowness of the .slit through which we are able to look.' We 
can pei-haps understand our limitation in sight better if we tbin! .- 
what a world of sound would be lost to us if our range of hearing 
only covered ha^lf an octave. It i.s true that we have invented 
instruments which enable us to examine pulsations extending 
slightly beyond visible light, and have Indeed lately made a stride 
by the discovery of the Eontgen Bays which are situated twelve 
octaves above the violet light rays, but taking the total range of 
onr perception, we find that after all we are limited to what may 
be called a few inches only on the long line of infinite extent, 
reaching from the finite up to the infinite. 

Having thus realised the narrowness of our outlook and that 
-iaiowledge of the world of appearances is so entirely dependent 
upon vibration or movement in the »ther, air or matter, and that 
withoiit those vibrations we should have fio knowledge of cTur 
sill roundings, we will carry our subject another step forward by 
considering how that , narrowness of outlook and our ignoraaice 
sujwounds us yfith illusions. 

One of the greatest illu^ons vve have is what we call solidity 
■oi continuity of sensation. If v’on hold a cannon-ball in your 
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hand, perception by the sense of touch teils you that it is con- 
tinuous or what is called solid and hard; biffc it is not so in reality 
except as a concept*limited by our finite senses. A fair analogy 
would be to liken it to a swarm of bees, for we know that it is 
composed of an immense number of independent atoms or mole- 
cules, which are darting about and circling round each other at 
an eiK>rmous speed but never touching; they are also vibrating 
a definite enormous rate wdiich we can, at will, increase b> 
lieSt or reduce by cold. If we heat the cannon-ball we increase 
this vibration so that the cohesion of the atoms decreases so 
much that th^ iron becomes liquid, and further heating produces 
^’olatilization, wdiere the property of what we call solidity dis- 
appears, Let this vapour now be cooled and, passing again 
through a fluid state, the cannon-ball takes on the appearance of 
solidity. If our touch perception were sensitive enough we should 
feel the vibration of the atoms and should not have the sensation 
of a solid. We have a similar case of limitation in our other 
senses. As I have already shown you, we can hear pulsations 
only up to fifteen in a second, beyond that number they give the 
sensation of a musical or continuous sound. In our sense of 
sight w’-e can see pulsations or intermittent flashes up to only six 
in a second, beyond that number they give the sensation of a 
continuous light; a gas jet, if extinguished and re-lit six times a 
second, can be seen to flicker, but beyond that rate it is to our 
sense of sight a steady flame; the same effect may be shown by 
the red glow of the top of a match; when stationary or moving 
slowly it is a point of light, but,, moved quickly, it becomes a con- 
tinuous line of light. Even apart from our senses we find motion 
giving the characteristics of solidity. A wheel, with only a few 
thin spokes, if rotated quickly enough, becomes quite impene- 
trable by any substance, however small, thrown at it, A thin 
jet of water only half an inch in diameter, if discharged at great 
pressure, equivalent to a column of water of 500 metres, cannot 
be cut through even with an axe, it resists as though it were made 
of the hardest steel. A thin cord hanging from a vertical axis, 
and being revolved very quickh^, becomes rigid, and i| struck 
with a hammer, it resists and r*esounds like a rod of wood. A 
thin chain and even a loop of string, if revolved at a great speed 
over a vertical pulley, becomes rigid and, if allowed to escape from 
tlie pulley, will run along the ground as a hoop. . , 

Again we appear to have no sense of direction when travelling 
through spaije, except by noting passing objects. If we^re in 
a train with the blinds down we cannot tell in which direction 
we are going, and even if w^e hfPve that knowledge, and the train 
by going in and out of a terminus has, without^our knowlecige, 
changed its engine so that we, witljput moving, are occu])ying 
a back instead of a front seat, we are not conscious of this. 



and ^ the stature of each one of us would be so great that light 
womT?Yequire 36,000,000 yeajs t.o travel from head'to foot; and 
that 36,000,000 years would have to be multiplied 163,000,000 
times, making 5,868 millions of millions of years to represent the 
tiffle that an ordinary sneeze wou ld take under such conditions. 

* Science and the Infinite, pp. 13-16. 
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And yet we have only gone towards the infinitely great as far as we 
at first went Inwards the infinitely small, and it is still absolutely 
inconceivable that we could be consciou.^ of any change ; our 
everyday life would*go on as usual, we should be quite oblivious 
of the fact tliat every second of time, with all its ‘ incidents and 
thoughts had been lengthened to 5,868 millions of millions of 
years.^ We thus see that immensity and minuteness in extension 
of space, and quickness and slowness in duration of time are 
fi^nents only of our finiteness of outlook. 

Ihere are hundreds of other examples I could give you of 
illusions in the world of appearances, but I must be content with 
only a few mt^re of common experience. 

The Sun and Stars are seen revolving round the earth, and it 
was only a few hundred years ago that this was discovered to 
be an illusion caused by the earth itself revolving on its axis, 
but for a long time the explanation was declared to be a sacri- 
legious invention, as it was contrar}’* to Scripture, and those who 
dared to say it was an illusion were threatened with death. 

The Moon is also seen to rise in the east and set in the west, 
and it is a common belief even now that the Moon is revolving 
round the earth in that direction, but this is quite an illusion 
because the Moon is really moving in the opposite direction, 
namely, from west to east ; the illusion is caused by the fact that 
the earth is also revolving /rom west to east but twenty-nine 
times faster than the Moon takes to complete her orbit. 

We think that the leaves of a tree are green, but they are not 
really so, they only absorb the red and the violet, the other 
primary colours contained in Sunlight, and reflect the green. If 
we had a leaf showing absolutely pure green colour, it would 
appear perfectly black in any light which did not contain green. 

I have given ^ these examples to show how we are sur- 
rounded by illusion through ignorance caused by our narrow 
outlook and our taking for granted that things in this world of 
appearances are what they seem rather than what they are. 

To many it must be a puzzle to explain the phenomenon of 
what is called up and down in our consciousness. It is. 
a fact that in our sense of sight all objects are inverted' on the 
retina ; for instance, the image of a tree is depicted there with 
its roots pointing upwards and its branches pointing downwards, 
nomiely, towards our feet, yet we see it right side up. It is how- 
ever possible to arrange so that an image 'of an object is formed*-^ 
on the retina in its natural position and in that case we see it 
}ipside down* If a sRi,all hole is pricked in a card and heI4i-elose 
in front of the eye so that a , pencil of light passing through that 
hole impinges upon the retina, atd a pin'with its head uppermost 
IS placed between the hole an(^ the eye, the im^tge of the h^iad 
, of that pin is thrown on the retina without being inverted, namely, 
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it is Dinting what we call upwards, bi.it our consciousness, 
which has learnt to deal only with inverted images, makes us 
see that pin with its kead 'pointing tO' what we call downwards. 

There are many who still persistently cling to the fallacy that 

seeing is believing,’ they soon get tired of thinking otherwise 
and long to get back to their dolls, w^oodon horses and toys, 
though in every decade the truth is being driven, home t<>-them 
more and more that they are contenting themselves with make- 
believes. To such I would like to pi’opound the questio,n, “ 
we really be said to have even seen matter?” Let us turn- 
towards a common object in this room; we catch in our eyes the 
multitudinous impulses which are reflected from i'ts*'surface under 
circumstjances very similar to- those in which a cricketer ” fields ” 
a ball; he puts his open hand in the way of the moving ball 
and catches it, and, knowing the distance of the batsman, he 
may perhaps recognise by the hard impact of the ball that he 
has strong muscles, but by no stretch of the imagination can he 
bo said to see the batsman by that impact, nor can he gain the 
slightest knowledge as to his character or appearance. So it is 
with objective intuition, though in this case we are fielding 
myriads of impacts ; we direct our open eyes towards an object 
and catch thereby rills of light reflected from it at different 
-angles; by combining all these directions we have learnt to 
recognise form and come to the conclusion that we are looking 
at, say, a chair. The eye catches riils coming in greater quantity 
from cei'tain parts and we say that those parts are polished ; the 
eye catches rills of higher or low^er frequencies and w-e call that 
colour ; w^'e also recognise that this chair prevents the eye from 
catching light rills reflected from other objects in the room and 
w’-e say it is not transparent. These are the conditions under 
which we are said to see our surroundings and upon which is 
based the fallacy of seeing is believing. ” 

If we now take another step forward and analyse this 
phenomenon Vibration,” upon which, as we have seen, rests 
■our very belief in the reality of our surroundings, w^'e shall be 
able to realise that the w^hole outside world is really only a 
pseudo-^conception caused by ignorance and the finiteness of our 
outlook. It has been sensed ^ a by our limited physical 

■organs of perception, but has no reality or value for us apart 
from those senses. The explanation is, as already pointed out, 
-«^hat ail human sense organs depend entirely upon vibration or 
mov£3ment in the aether, air or matter for their excitation; wfithout- 
tliat4arm of incifation there would be no knowledge of the outsfvie 
W'orld, no perception and therefore no knowledge of physical 
existence, l^'he cause of this srhsolute dependence upon move- 
m^nts for gaining knowledge of our surroundings is that all our 
•sense organs are confined to working under the two modes 
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of perception or limitations called Time and Space, making 
Motion the only possible basis of objectivity, because motion 
is the combihation of these two modest the very sensing of 
motion is the percejption of the time taken to traverse a certain 
space; and we cannot imagine motion unless it contains both 
of these modes in however small a quantity. We may have the 
greatest imaginable space traversed in a moment of time, or the 
smallest imaginable space traversed in what may be called, for 
wgint of a better word, an eternity ; but we still have to postulate 
motion. This, of course, follows from the fact that when we 
are looking outwards, as we are doing when looking at the world 
of appearances, our thoughts require both these modes for 
forming concepts. 

Let us now take another step forward and examine these 
two factors of vibration under which our senses act. If 
we try to analyse our conception of Time and Space we seem 
forced to postulate that they are both infinitely divisible 
and infinitely extensible, they are both what we call continuous 
and not discrete; both duration m time and extension in space 
can be reduced to a mathematical point. All parts of time are 
time, and ail parts of space are space; there are no holes, as it 
were, in space which are not space, nor intervals in time which 
are not time, they are both complete units. Space cannot be 
limited except by space, and time cannot be limited except by 
time. So far they are alik^, but on the other hand space is 
comprised of three dimensions, namely length, breadth and 
depth, whereas lime has the appearance to us as comprising only 
one dimension, namely length. 

Our conception of time is an inconceivable intangible some- 
thing which gives us the impression of movement without any- 
thing that moves it. Space is an omnipresent intangible nothing, 
outside which nothing that has existence can be even thought 
to exist. 


We arbitrarily divide each of these two modes of perception 
into two parts, which parts are separated from each other, in 
either case, by a point which has, apparently as its centre, our 
very consciousness of living. In the case of Space we call the 
point the Here and on one side of it we have extension towards 
the infinitely great and on the other intension towards the 
infinitely small. In the case of time, we call the middle point, 
the Now, and on one side of this we have the duration of time, 
towards the future, and on the other, what we call tlie duration 
of •time towards the •past. In the case of space we ha'i^the 
here and the* over there, equivalent time to the present and the 
future; but though time and spuace are as it were twin sisters, 
upon whose combined action depends our very censciousness^of 
existence, we do not treat them!^both equally. " 
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It is a remarkable fact that the human race on this particular 
world has in some inexplicable way come to look uppn the future 
as non-existent until arrive at it and are able to perceive 
with our senses what is happening there. l«his is all the more 
inexplicable when we realise that in traversing space we have to 
m(yve to get anywhere, but in traversing time we have nothing 
equivalent to movement. This way of looking upon the future 
as riou-existent is probably another sign that our race is still in 
its infancy and that we have hitherto looked upon time not or^y 
as a reality but as actually moving or extending along a line from 
what we call the past to future eternity; whereas, under our 
present outlook, we have nO' consciousness of th^ existence of 
time excc'pt as intervals between successive thoughts. Our con- 
sciousness of the existence of time is based upon our repeating 
the present by saying to ourselves the words Now-Now-Now; 
but there is nothing that can be called movement in this any 
more than wdien we stand still and repeat the words Here-Here 
Here relating to space. 

Our present conception of the future may at any time be 
rectified by either a slight rearrangement of the slender network 
of nerves or microscopical filaments attached to the cells in the 
grey cortical layer, or even by a single bridge thrown across from 
one convolution to another in the brain; a very slight alteration 
would open up to our consciousness the present existence of the 
future. The prime perceivable difference between our brain and 
that of the apes and other animals is the larger number of 
enfoldments or convolutions that are developed in the human. 
Each new line of thought, or sequence of thoughts, requires and 
is provided with a new wrinkle or microscopical convolution, and 
it probably only requires the attention of the race to be focussed 
for a time on the subject, to evolve the slight alteration or bridge 
necessary to enable us to realise that the future, as also the past, 
does actually exist and is included in the Now. It may make 
this a little clearer to consider that if we maintain that, in 
traversing the duration of time, the future does not exist until 
we arrive there, we should also maintain that, in traversing the 
extension of space, our destination, say Rome, does not exist 
until we arrive there and can see it wdth our eyes. 

That is as far as I can take you, in this present paper, towards 
the appreciation of this curious illusion of time, but I would 
like to say here that I could take you much further and 
that, from my own personal experience, it is not impossible to 
grasxLthe realisation referred to. In another place* I have indeed 
shown logically that it is qi5ite conceivable that, *at a not far 
distant date, the books which d^mnow being written in the future, 
sa^ even 6,000* years hence, actually be hi our hands, so 

* Science and Infinite, 
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that we can read them, in a similar manner to that which 
enables us how to handle and read th^e which were written 
5,000 y-ears ago. 

The more we study the subject of time and space the more 
clearly we see that they are only the temporal finite modes under 
which our senses act on the physical plane. They are temporal 
and therefore not real, in the sense that they are not eternal; 
Jihe only Eeality is the Eternal Now of time and Here of space. 

^ Let me put before you another aspect to show that time and 
space are not realities except in the sense that they are limitations 
to our outlook. 

The whole of the physical universe is what may be called the 
manifestation or materialisation of the Thought or Will of God. 
He is not subject to time limitation and that Thought must there- 
fore have the aspect of being what we should call instantaneous. 

Iz is only the finiteness of our outlook under time and space 
limitations which necessitates our looking at Creation as though 
it were a long line of events, in sequence, extending from past 
to future eternity. Under these conditions we appear to be in 
a similar position to that of a being whose senses are limited to 
one dimensional space, namely to a line. We can only gain 
knowledge of what is in front and behind us in time, we know 
nothing of what is to the right or left. We appear to be limited 
to looking lengthwise in ^time, whereas an Omniscient and 
Omnipresent Being looks at time, as it were, crosswise and sees 
it as a whole. A small light, when at rest, appears as a point 
of light, but when we apply quick motion, the product of time 
and space, to it we get the appearance of a line of light, and 
this continuous line formed by motion of a point is, I think, 
analogous to the physical universe appearing to our finiije senses 
as continuous in time duration and space extension, though 
really comprised in the Now and Here. We have a similar 
limitation in reading a book, we can only deal with it as a long 
line of words in succession, a long sequence of thoughts, whereas 
the whole book is lying complete before us. 

■ A consideration of our limitation in space may also be useful 
to show how impossible it is for us to see by our sehses the 
Eeality or by our thoughts to know the Spiritual. Our senses 
and thoughts are limited to a space of three dimensions, and we 
can therefore only see or know that part of the Absolute which 
is or can be represented to us in three dimensions. A being — 
whose senses were limited to a universe of one dimension, namely, 
a line, could have no knowledge another being who wS^in a 
universe of two dimensions, naipely, a flat surface ^ except so far 
as the two-dimensional being could be represented within his line 
of sensation. So also the tw?)-dimensional being, on a plssie, 
could have no true knowledge of ar being like ourselves in a 
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universe of three dimensions. To his thoughts limited within 
two dimensions, a being like ourselves would be tin thinkable, 
except so far as our nature could be made manifest on his plane. 

So can it be seen that we, limited by our finite senses to time 
and space, and our consciousness dependent upon that limited 
basis of thought, can only know that aspect of the Eeality or 
Spiritual which can be manifest within that range, namelw, as 
Motion or what we call physical phenomena. 

Again the Sphitual is the cause of all causation in the Universef 
and what we call the forces of nature are only our limited aspects 
of Spiritual activity. Matter is one of these aspect.^ it is com- 
posed of atoms ail of wdiich are built up of exactly the same 
bricks. Each element has in its atom a certain number of these 
cosmic bricks, which number . gives that element its special 
characteristics. These bricks are only units of electricity which, 
by vibrating at an enormous rate, send out impulses which affect 
our senses. Matter is therefore electricity, namely, one of the 
forces of nature, and is one of our finite aspects of the Spiritual. 
Each atom is somewhat similar to our Solar system. The cosmic 
bricks, namely, units of negative electricity, of which it is com- 
posed, are revolving at an enormous rate round the centre^ which 
is composed of units of positive electricity. If Spiritual activity 
were withdrawn, these bricks would have no motion, they would 
not come under our observation in tiiiae and space ; matter would 
then cease to have any properties which could be detected by 
our sense organs and would cease to exist as an objective. 

We see therefore that the w^hole world of appearances is only 
our limited aspect of the Spiritual; it is not real except iu the 
sense that dolls, w^ooden horses and toys represent living beings 
to children, or as the shadow on the floor represents a- table. If 
therefore we confine our thoughts to the outward forms as is 
done by many in the use of Intellection, we can never get to 
understand the Eeality, the Spiritual, which underlies and trans- 
cends all phenomena. To do this we have to look inwards 
instead of outwards, to employ Introspection, or what St. Paul 
calls Spiritual discernment, to enable us to grasp the meaning 
of our life and surroundings here. St. Paul says that the 
unrighteous, namely, those who have no knowledge and therefore 
no love of God, shall be without excuse because the invisible 
things of Him since the creation of the world are clearly seen, 
being perceived through the things that are made, even His 
everlasting power and divinity (Eomans i, lB-20 r.v.), 

We^lvith our limitations ar^ thus forced to poBtulote two 
aspects of the' universe ; one of these is what is called the visible, 
finite or physical, which carries fhe appearance of reality to' our 
fini':?e senses, though it has no existence for us apart from those 
senses ; and the other is that which transcends our utmost con^ 
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ception, which we call the inyxsible, infinite or spiritual. We 
cannot conceive beyond the finite so lor^g as we are conscious 
of Jiving under present conditions. With every act of perception 
by our senses, or conception by our intellect we have therefore 
not only knowledge of the visible or finite, as far as Intellection 
can carry us, but we become at the same moment aware, by 
intuition, of the invisible, infinite beyond. So by the use of 
Introspection, as soon as we have gained a knowledge of our 
ffbite physical self with a clear comprehension of its limited 
■modes of thought, we at once become aware of the Infinite 
Spirit iial part of us transcending it. The spiritual pa.rt of us is 
our real personality, of which the physical self is only the out- 
ward manifestation or shadow on our plane of consciousness. 

Let me suggest two psychological experiments which will 
prove to anybody, who will earnestly try them, how inadequate 
the intellect is for dealing with any subject beyond its narrow 
finite horizon: 

Try persistently, say, for five minutes, to grasp the idea of the 
infinite extension of space; you won't be able to grasp it, but I 
want you to try the experiment. The longer you persist and try 
to master it, in the endeavour to get there in thought, the more 
impossible it becomes, until you have to give it up and acknow- 
ledge that it is absolutely inconceivable that space can extend 
without limit; but having dene this you find that it is quite as 
inconceivable, and perhaps even more so, to think that space 
could be limited; there would always be the question what is 
beyond, and yet the Intellect insists that one of these two alter- 
natives must be true, though it cannot conceive how either can 
be possible. 

Again try persistently to master the idea of time duration. In 
our experiment on space, when we had reached a point where 
we began to gasp with bewilderment, we had a feeling of relief 
at the thought that after all we could, at the worst, stop our flight 
on our journey outwards into the vasty deep; we could as it were 
ignore the terrifying idea of unending extension; but in the 
experiment on time our consciousness cannot apply that anfos- 
thetic to its bewildered brain ; time for us is in’esistibly 'Vushing 
on and carrying us with it; we are helpless, we cannot call a 
halt and say w^e will go no further. Our bewildered mind may 
try to force the thought that surely there must be an end some- 
time; but the intellect, which is quite incapable of dealing with 
su^h a question, tells^iis that Time can never cease. 

To those who are dominated by*the w^orld of appearances^and 
look outu^ardly upon time and s|)ace and therefore believe them 
to be realities, such experiments, if persisted in^for any length 
of time, would tend dangerously towards insanity; but relfef 
comes immediately when, by looking- inwardly, we realise that 
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It is only the narrow finite range of our outlook through ignorance 
caused by race-infancy and our limited modes of perception 
which, by the assertion of Self, the cause of all imperfections and 
-the antithesis of that purity or singleness of lieart by which we 
see God, blinds us with the illusions of evil, ugly and false, which 
we read into our surroundings. 

How then can we free ourselves from this obsession and c?htaan 
a glimpse of the real world, of which this world of appearances 
is only the outward shadow-form under the limitations of Tiirfe 
and Space? 

In conclusion, I should like to answer that question, and to 
suggest, on the lines laid down in this paper, a w-ay by which 
it is possible for anybody, of whatever form of earnest religious 
belief, to realise the presence within him* of w^hat I have referred 
to as his real spiritual personality, provided he has learnt to 
look inwardly instead of outwardly, at the reality instead of the 
shadow, namely at the meaning instead of the outward form of 
his surroundings- 

Let me recapitulate. I have shown that the Invisible oi- 
Spiritual is the real and that the Visible or Physical is only its 
shadow-form as depicted on our finite senses under the limita- 
tions of time and space. We have therefore to postulate two- 
aspects of the universe. The Spiritual which is immanent and 
transcendental, and the physical which constitutes our world of 
appearances. Every phenomenon in nature has therefore these 
two aspects, the Spiritual and the Physical. 

If we analyse the human being we see these two aspects. The 
Spiritual, an emanation from the Great Spirit, is the holy Son 
of God growing up within each one of us and constitutes our 
real personality. Hie physical self is the shadow or presenta- 
tion of that real personality, on the limited plane of our con- 
sciousness, it has the same life in common with all plants and 
animals, and probably, as I have showm elsewhere, with even 
inorganic matter and is a part of the world of appearances. 

It is a fundamental truth that before we can become conscious, 
of the real meaning and value of anything, we must be able to 
realise tlie connection which it has with our being. It therefore 
follO'Ws that the way to solve the problem before us is to under- 
stand tbe relation in which each of us stands to that wonderful 
'pcmer behind all causation in the world' of appearances. In other 
words, the only way to know and realise the Spiritual is to feel 
our oneness with it; and in order to feel our oneness with the 
Spii'feial under our present conditions of race-infancy and there- 
foi'e ignorance, we have first to realise the oneness of the physical 
seif, which is the outward shadafv-form of our real Spiritual self, 
wi#i the physical universe, whidvis the outward shadow-form of 
the Great Spirit. 
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This is indeed similar to the method suggested by St. Paul for 
gaining a l^iowledge of the Divinity of God, and I wish I had 
time to give practical examples, from my ?)wn personal experience, 
how it may be done; but my paper has already grown beyond 
what I intended and I must for the present be content with having 
pointed out the pathway by which it is possible for anyone, who 
will* earnestly set himself to the task, to realise the presence of 
the Spiritual Son of God which is growing up within or in 
intimate connection with the earthly frame of each one of us, 
and which I have referred to as our real personality. 

^ Discussion. 

After a hearty vote of thanks to the learned lecturer had been 
carried by acclamation on the proposition of Dr. A. T. Schofield, 
the Chairman, the Doctor proceeded briefly to criticize the paper: — 
On page 54, par. 3, we are told the spiritual is quite beyond our 
senses of perception, therefore of our conception. 

I question if this is so altogether, I quite agree that God, by 
whom I presume the ‘‘spiritual power” is meant, cannot be com- 
prehended by the finite, but I suggest that He can certainly be 
apprehended, and more fully if the precepts and concept be quick- 
ened by the Holy Spirit. 

On page 65, par. 3, is a thought worth crystallizing. In time 
^ -we appear to "he in a similar position to that of a being whose 
senses are limited to one dimensional space^ namely to a line.^^ 

I now come to what certainly requires a little altering and ampli- 
fying on pp. 68 and 71 “ the Holy Son of God,” and “ the Spiritual 
Son of God” growing up within us. Inasmuch as the phrase “ Son 
of God ” is certainly borrowed from Scripture, the writer will 
agree witli me that it should not be used in a non-Scriptural sense. 
The phrase never occurs of any man in the O.T., and but once of a 
nation “ I have called my son out of Egypt.” In the N.T. its first 
occurrence, referring to men, is in Bomans viii. 14, “ For as m.any 
as are led by the Spirit of God these are the sons of God-^^ A state- 
ment that by no means refers to humanity at large. Next in 
Galations iv. 5, we read that Christ “might redeem them which 
were under tlie law, that we might receive the adoption of sons,” 
Evidently a special privilege of those redeemed by Christ; and 
thirdly we read A.V. in 1 John iii. 1, “ Behold what manner of love 
the Father hath bestowed upon us that we should be called the sons 
of God.” In the N.T. therefore this title belongs to those led of the 
Spirit, redeemed by Christ, and beloved of the Father. I think — 
_Jhis should be clearly expressed in the paper. 

May I allowed in conclusion to point out a failacy'^iat is 
common to-day with regard to evil, and that is the denial of its 
existence and of its reality. • 

I would like to say first th^t a “■ minus ” sign, is by no neans 
the negation of a “plus” sign; any more than evil is merely 
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conflict with it. The treating of sin as an illusion is a fatal error 
that is denied throughout the whole of Scripture. ^ 

Mr. W, E. Leslie said : — -Mr. Klein's paper has a destructive 
and a constructive aspect. From the standpoint of idealism hif 
destructive criticism appears conclusive. In his constructive con- 
tribution — a Pantheistic Mysticism — he attempts to escape from 
the results of his destructive work, not by argument, b^t by simply 
uttering the words “Intuition,'' “Introspection," “Inner" and 
“ Inwardly " as though they were potent magic formulae. How 
does he determine the boundary between “ inner" and “ outer," and 
why does he attribute to the area of consciousness lying on one side 
of the line a validity lacking in that on the other side? 

I suggest that Mr. Klein's work is vitiated by an inability 
(characteristic of oriental thinkers) to distinguish between analogy 
and argument, metaphor and reality. Thus in this paper he 
regards the physical universe as a shadow cast upon our senses, and 
at the same time speaks of these senses as themselves ta shadow 
upon “ the plane of our consciousness." But is npt a shadow 
upon a sliadow — an illusion on the parj^ of an illusion WCM gain evil 
is described as an illusion ; but such an illusion woma itself be 
evil, and require explanation. The solution is purely verbal, 
the problem is unsolved. 

The Rev. J. J. B. Cot.es said : Has not the lecturer in his inter- 
esting paper confounded the Divine life in the Christian with the 
ordinary spirit of the Natural Man? 

Mr. Klein quotes from Gen. i. 31, but this must be taken in 
connection with Gen. vi., 5. 

“Know thyself" (by introspection) was the foundation principle 
of all ancient philosophies, whereas Christianity pointed to Christ, 
His sufferings and His glories and not to self-occupation and 
introspection. 

Mr. H.^Q, Weller remarked of the paper that its Philosophy 
is non-Christian — a mixture of Buddhism and Christian Science; 
it does not bring us “ into direct touch with the latest advances" 
in knowledge and especially it most certainly does not in the 
smallest degree “combat the unbelief now prevalent." In a paper 
subsequently submitted he wrote “I will content myself with 
suggesfeig that the primary test of any sysfem of philosophical 
speculation advanced before sucli a society as ours is that the 
incarnation, the life, and the de^th of our Lord Jesus Christ 
should be stated ih terms of it." ^ 

Now, in the author’s system we are asked to accept “ this curious 
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illusion of time coupled with his doctrine of the present existence 
of the future (with its inevitable .corrollary the present existence 
of the past) ; and we are clearly left wit^i a God who not only 
cheats us by an “illusion of evil” into thinking that sin is real, 
but who proceeds to play on our disordered nerves with the 
obviously absurd demand, “God requireth that which is past-” 

In» this system, where “Space is an omnipresent intangible 
nothing, outside which nothing that has existence can be even 
■fought to exist,” in this “new era of Eeligion and Philosophy” 
where “ Eeligion and Science are only provisional,” what terms are 
to be used in speaking of the Word who was God, in the beginning 
with God, becoming flesh and dwelling among us ? In what terms, 
“ the Lamb of God which taketh away the sins of the world ” ? 

Col. Harey Biddulph, C.M.G., writes: — With much of the 
general theme of Mr. Klein's paper one is in agreement, but with 
important reservations ; that the visible is but an exponent of 
the Invisible, probably most of us will assent to; in Heb. xi., 3, 
we read, “ through faith we understand that the worlds were 
framed by the word of God, so that things which are seen were not 
made of things which do appear ” ; or in other words, the visible 
was made of the invisible. Matter appears to be the expression 
of energy under varying conditions, and the investigation of radio- 
active matter, and of the ultimate composition of the atom, seems 
to confirm this view. Thj^ however does not imply that the 
Visible is unreal, or only “make believe,” as the lecturer appears 
to imply on page 55. WHhiii its limits the Visible is real and true. 
It is no “make believe” when a murderer, grasi)ing a visible 
and material knife, plunges it into the visible and material body 
of a fellow man, and sends his invisible spirit nnsummoned to His 
Maker. The visible and the invisible, spirit, soul and body, are 
mysteriously linked together. In the future world too, tliere 
will be much that is material and visible, described under the 
phrase, “a new heaven and a new earth,” which precludes the 
idea of an existence and state consisting of invisible forces only : 
in fact the Deity Himself has taken into eternal union with 
Himself man's body in the person of Jesus Christ. 

One must enter also a decided protest .against the phrase on 
page 68, “our real spiritual being, the holy son of God growing 
up within us.” The holy son of God is one, the Lord Christ Jesus, 
none other can claim that title. 

Further on page 69, the story in Genesis ii. and iii., seems to 
be^ referred to as having had introduced into it without authority, 
“Adam and^ Eve and the apple to account for the para(i?K:ical 
existence of evil, etc.” * 

It is true, as the lecturer renfinds us, that “ when God looked 
upon everything that He had^made, behold it was very goc^-” 
The term “perfect” is carefully avoided; that which is- merely 
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very good is capable of betterment or of degradation; and alas 
creation became degraded,^ as described in Genesis iii., by the 
introduction of sin, anU sin is not merely a negation of what is 
pod but tlie fruit of an active agency and power, hostile to God 
both in the created and spiritual worlds. 

The concluding pages of Mr. Klein's paper, while claiming to 
have proved what he has not really done, completely ignore the 
true Son of God, Our Lord Jesus Christ. His assertion that the 
true Son of God is growing up in each one of us is without proCf 
and ill accords with our criminal records, 

quotes St. Paul Uvice but forgets that he also 
wrote I know that in me, that is in my flesh, dwtlleth no good 
thing (Romans vii., 18), 

Mr, W. Hosts writes: —Mr. Klein has kindly bombarded us 
witii efcherial and aerial vibrations but as he, we, and all our 
visible surroundings are ex^7iypothesi unreal and shadowy, it is, 
a little difflcult to criticise. 

Mr. Klein tries to explain “how it is all done,” that appear- 
unrealT^ deceptive, Ac., but has he proved that the thing done is 

I cannot follow oiu-_ lecturer on page 54 when he says “those 
who insist that the visible is real, can only look upon the invisible 
as shadowy and unreal.” One does not see the sequitur. The visible 
IS certainly the more important, but .why should it alone be real? 
We have all known men, stockbrokers, scientists, market-gardeners, 
e c., successful on the visible plane, but none the less profoundly 
convinced of the transcendent reality of the invisible. On page 66 
i-> 18, 20, as showing that in the visible 
works of Creation “the invisible things of God are clearly seen,” 
but if the former are unreal, how could the latter be real? I 
remember once crossing a desert in Tunis to the holy city of 
Kairowan and seeing a beautiful white city on the horizon, 

r sLI'l'n *old me he was the architect 

I should have had an high idea of his art and skill, but afterwards 
.11 the whole tlung faded away and proved a mirage, I should 
have considered him a fraud. If the visible creation were only 

CreSor?^”"' Godhead of the 

’“’^al but temporal 

inMllT the context to be the present 

life with Its trials and temptations and vicissitudes rather than 

material things. 

Tto apiu, “visible” and “^visible ” are relative* terms; but 
the unive rse increases in visibility, it must decrease in reality, as 

Heb. xii., 23, we read that it is in the heavenly Jerusalem 
there are the spirits of just men made perfect. 
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our lecturer tells us the visible is unreal. To him to whom all is 
visible, all would then be unreal. 

Mr. Klein seems to ignore two great basal facts, the fact of 
evil, which he terms ‘‘ an illusion/’ and the fact of Christ. He 
quotes the last verse of Gen. i., seemingly to prove that what 
succeeded that in Chap. iii. is only the evasion of a difficulty ? 
Cer#9.inly God’s work is perfect but in a universe of free moral 
agents imperfection can enter, and has actually done so, otherwise why 
mame the Germans, if as an expression of the thought of God 
they are “ absolutely perfect,” page 69. Are the Torquemadas, 
tlie Abdul d’ Ahmets, the Landrus, “ the expression of the thought 
of God”? ^he very suggestion is blasphemous. God made man 
upright, as the Wise Man tells us, but man has sought out many 
inventions. If we ask what practical effect on life and conduct 
such tliemes can have, we are brought face to face with the 
inhnitely small. 

Lt.'-CoL Mackinlay writes: — I am grateful to Mr. Klein for his 
paper which will, I trust, j) revoke a good discussion : it brings 
before us in a forceful way some of the many ambiguities and 
limitations by which we are surrounded ; at the same time I must 
confess, there seems to be in it a certain want of accuracy and 
balance. 

Some things, not accepted by all, are taken for granted without 
any proof, as for instance* that the human race is still in its 
infancy (pp. 55, 57, 64, 70). Notwithstanding the fact that the 
civilisation of past milleniums was considerable, and in some 
ways, as in sculpture, at times exceeded ours ; while there are 
millions of savages on the earth at the present moment far below 
many of the peoples of antiquity. 

I doubt if the statements at the bottom of page 60 and at the 
top of page 61 will bear investigation, when all the conditions are 
carefully examined. 

I cannot think the use of the word spiritual in the paper is very 
definite or consistent with its general usage. On q^ages 54 and 66 
it may be taken to mean the laws of nature, which are not at once 
apparent ; but on page 70 the word seems to be employed iji its more 
ordinary usage. It is of great help in any careful paper to define 
the exact meanings attached to any keywords employed. 

The recognition of the properties of radium, the constitution 
of matter, the principles of relativity, and many other modern 
methods of researcli have opened out new vistas of thought ; 
but it har41y seems wise to indulge in rash generalities, for 
instance that because a point in space exists before it is reached, 
that therefore an event in tim^ (pp, 64 and 65) may exist before 
it has come ! It is easy to ipiagine the impossible, but is a 
matter of practical utility to do so? 
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There 


is very much more to discuss in this interesting and 
ingenious paper, but I l^Lave not space. 

. Authok’s Eeply — 

I regret to see that so many of those who have contributed to 
the discussion have ignored the few words with which I prefaced the 
reading and demonstration. I pointed out that the subject was too 
gi'eat to be fully covered in the time allotted to our meetings, and 
that it must be taken as a sequel to the last paper I read before' 
the Institute on ‘ Our Beal Spiritual Personality ’ (Transactions 
vol. 44), which was also illustrated by physical experiments. In 
the present demonstration I exhibited what may Fe called a 
material soul,' analogous in the material to the soul or physical 
ego of the onjanie world. I put this material soul through a vi\ja 


ledged to be very beautiful. It was the most illuminating of all 
my experiments ; it demonstrated so clearly the wonderful influence 
this sympathetic action has on the material plane, and is surely a 
window through which we may understand how the All-loving, of 
whose activity matter, as I have shown, is only one of our finite 
aspects, influences our souls on the sp^iritual plane when we open 
our hearts to that influence. 

We now come to the subject of the paradoxical existence of evil 
in a world that has been created by a Being who is absolutely 
Perfect, Omniscient, Omnipotent, and All-loving. Let me first say, 
as^ explained in my former paper, that I have never denied that 
evil has the appearance of reality under our present limited condi- 
tions of existence ; it has, indeed, to be dealt with by us as a reality 
but it can be shown that its appearance of reality is caused by the 
absence of the Spiritual, in a somewhat similar sense that the 
appearance as realities of shadow, ignorance and cold are caused 
by the absence of light, knowledge, and heat, and because, under 
present conditions of time and space limitations, all our conceptions 
are necesSarily based on ‘relativity.' I have dealt with this 
subject fully elsewhere (‘ From the Watch Tower ' chapter on ‘ The 
devil and all his works an illusion '), but one of the contributors 
to the discussion provides me with a good example of this as the 
result of his confining his horizon to the World of Appearances. 
Col. Mdulph says : ‘ Within its limits the visible is real and true ' 
Quite^o, that is exactly what I have been urging inrmy paper"] 

A child within its limits thinks a doll or wooden horse real and 
tru^ A child \vho can only read*" words of three letters or who 
confcies its reading to a few linesr within those limits can only 
have a very absurd and erroneous idea of the real thought contained 
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in a Dook. We shall only understand the whole problem of evil 
when we cam cease looking at it objectively^ and can use the infinite 
spiritual outlook. The organic law of Eeincarnation formulated by 
the Brahmans and ’'the theory of Evolution as expounded by Darwin 
are both plausible and helpful attempts to enable our finite minds 
under the limitations of time, to explain physical and spiritual 
gro\»th in this world of “ becoming, ” but to the spiritual outlook 
which is not limited by time, such explanations can have no value 
^cause to the Infinite there can be no such thing as succession 
of events. The same contributor makes the statement that * in the 
future world^ there will be much that is material and visible.' I 
think I have shown clearly that matter is only our limited and 
tlierefore ignorant aspect of spiritual activity ; does he imagine that 
we shall have our imperfect physical sense organs to see and hear with 
when we wake up from our present state of dreaming? Doesn't he 
know that the rills in the sether are absolutely dark and the waves 
in the air are silent? It is only when they fall on our sense 
organs that they become light and sound. Surely everything that 
is objective to us here will be subjective, when time and space have 
ceased to limit our outlook and our consciousness is opened to 
spiritual discernment. Matter, the limited aspect which we call 
the visible, will then have disappeared for us, and only the spiritual, 
which we call the invisible, will be known to be real. 

“ We now come to the phVase : ^ The Holy Son of God growing 
up within us.’ May I suggest to Dr. Schofield and the other 
protestors that the quotations given f rom the Old and New Testament 
hardly seem to be applicable. Why are not Christ’s own words 
quoted? He was the Son of God and He is therefore surely the 
best authority for what constitutes a Son of God. We unfor- 
tunately have not the exact words spoken by Christ, and in some cases, 
perhaps, not even the exact meaning (He spoke in Aramaic, which 
was translated into Greek and thence into English), but He was 
very emphatic in His teaching that God was not only our Father, 
but that the Kingdom in which that God dwelt was actually within 
each one of us. He urged us to realise that Kingdom within us 
and likened it to a grain of mustard seed which would ever grow 
and increase. I might well, therefore, have stated that God Himself 
was growing up within each one of us. Christ taught us to pray 
‘ Our Father,’ and the last words He said to Mary in the garden 
after His resurrection were : ' Go unto my brethren and say to 
them that I ascend to my Father and their Father, to my God 
^d their God.’ St. John also narrates that when the Jews came 
out to ston^ Christ for blasphemy^ He pointed out to them lunat it 
was written in their own law that ‘ Ye are Gods, ’ and asked them 
how therefore He blasphemed vflbien He called hj^self the Son of 
God. We are surely an internal, not an external creation of^the 
All-loving. The knowledge of God, the realisation of the Christ, . 
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the Son of God growing up within, is what constitutes our true 
spiritual life. Heaven ^nd Hell are not localities bti.t are states 
of consciousness within us. Heaven the real is when we are in 
loving and knowing communion with the All loving ; Hell the unreal 
when that consciousness is absent. 

‘"It is difficult to treat seriously Mr. Leslie's statement that I 
have used the words Introspection, Intuition and looking inWIirds 
as though they were potent, magical formulse. True introspectioj^ 
can only be employed when a el/ has been eliminated from self- 
consciousness and God consciousness has been attained. 

Mr. Weller thinks my paper " non-Christian, a 5 : mixture of 
Buddhism and Christian Science, does not bring us into touch with 
the latest advances, does not combat the unbelief now j)revalent, 
shows that God cheats us by illusions, and last of all, plays on our 
disordered nerves with the obviously absurd demand that God 
require th that which is past! I am quite contented to leave it to 
others to say whether there is a single sentence of truth in such 
statements. My paper was not written to prove Christianity or any 
other religion ; there is something to be learnt from every form of 
serious religion, but in this paper and the others I have given to the 
Institute, my object has always been not so much to teach as to help 
others to think to their advantage. It is not God who cheats us, but 
it is we who by not opening our consciousness to that which is real, 
cheat ourselves into some very foolish b'eliefs. 

“If ]Mr. Hoste will refer again to page 54 he will see that I 
specially limited my remarks to those who have ‘not investigated 
or looked beyond the horizon of everyday life,' and on page 55 I 
again state that I am only referring to ‘those who are dominated 
by the world of appearances in everyday life. ' There are, thank 
God, many others who, as Mr. Hoste points out, are convinced of 
the reality of the invisible, but there is, alas, plenty of room for 
improvement in all of us in that direction. I have also travelled 
over many deserts and seen many extraordinary mirages, and I 
had these in mind when writing my paper. Mr. Hoste had only 
to investigate by either approaching or looking through a field-glass, 
and he would at once have seen that the appearance was an illusion 
and could^ not have been taken in by any would-be teacher, however 
dogmatically he might lay down the law. I have not stated or 
suggested that ‘ as the Universe increases in visibility it decreases 
in reality,’ though that, may be the conclusion of those who cannot 
free themselves from the narrow limitations of material perspective 
and thus become able to use the unlimited liorizon of spiritual 
discernhient, , ^ 

Col. Mackinlay cannot see that the human race is still in its 
infancy, and I aip afraid I cannot convince him if the examples 
I h^e given do not show him that we have hardly yet mastered 
even our A.B.C., and are only just beginning to get into touch 
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with the outside fringe of true knowledge of the Eeality. I can 
only tell him*that I have never yet met anfr true investigator who 
has not freely acknowledged that he who knows most, knows most 
how little he knows. Col. Mackinlay sajs I ought to have started 
by defining what I mean by ‘ The Spiritual ! ’ but I did this in the 
very first line of my paper; I defined it there as the Beal. It is 
the o^tly Reality, it is what most people understand as God ; every- 
tj^ing else is only our finite aspect of that Spiritual activity. If he 
wishes for a fuller definition I will try to give what I have learnt 
to look upon as its significance and our connection therewith : — 

“It is the infinite, Eternal, Reality of Being of the All-loving. 
That Reality of Being is Absolute Love, of which the highest form 
of what we call love is the feeblest echo. It comprises Infinite 
Wisdom, Power and Purpose, and as we realise our oneness with 
that Divine Love, we find the Kingdom of Heaven within, become 
God conscious, and enter into the Bliss of God ; we at last become, 
as it were, a drop in the ocean of Infinite Love, and are endowed 
with Wisdom and Power to help to carry out His purpose on the 
physical plane as that Will is being done in Heaven.’' 


638th ORDINARY GENERAL MEETING. ^ 

Held in Committee Boom B, 

THE CENTRAL HALL, WESTMINSTER, S,W., on Monday, 
February 6th, 1922, at 4.30 p.m. 

The Rev.. J. J. B. Coles, M.A., in the Chair. 

The Minutes of the previous Meeting were read, confirmed and signed 
and the HON. SECBETARY announced the Election of the following as 
Associates : ^-Charles Frederick Juritz, Esq., D.Sc., E.I.C., F.R.S., S. Africa, 
The Bev. W. Magee Douglas, B.A., and Miss Gladys Geary. 

The Chairman then introduced Dr. A. T. Schofield and invited him to 
read his paper on “ Some Difficulties of Evolution.’' 


SOME DIFFICULTIES OF EVOLUTION. 

By ALFRED T. SCHOFIELD, Esq., M.D. 

My only claim to speak on a sublet of which I know nothing 
professionally, is that, having studied it a little exoterically for 
the last 60 years, it may be of some interest to note what diffi- 
culties are obvious from the outside of the structure ; and I think 
these can now be stated, apart frona the intense .heat and bias so 
common sixty years ago, when Christians were more nervous 
about the stability of the Scriptures than they are to-day. 

J . The first dlfflcnlty that strikes one is that the meaning and 
the right tise of the word Evolution are alike almost impossible to 
discover. I see, for instance, that ten years ago Professor 
Hensiow apologised for assuming ail the members of the Victoria 
Institute were evolutionists, while in the very paper he had just 
read he^ had radically altered the correct meaning of the word 
itself. 

We are, however, accustomed in science to metaphorical and 
allegorical terms or figures of speech that are often puzzling. 
Take the word Nature/’ for instance, a venerable goddess 
known to science, who, as we all know, has no existence what- 
eveifs; but, nevertheless, is credited with most wonderful arid 
unique powers. “ She call seal up the wound^ repair the 
damage, construct and vary all t,he forms of life and do so many 
thipgs at her ovfn sweet will that sometimes we think ** Nature 
may mean God, sometimes our o^vn unconscious mind, and some- 
times nothing at all. 



♦Chamber's Twentieth Century Diclionary says Evolution is “ the act 
unrolling or unfolding. This evidently postulates a previous unfolding. 


SQI^IE DIFPIGUETIES OP EVOLUTION. 


'Fo some extent it seems to me evolution has now replaced this 
mythical goddess, and is credited with at^ least as great powers, 
in equally illusory and incorrect statements. Evolution also, 
apparently, does v^hat she (?) will with the gerrn-plasm, from 
which she fashions every form of life by chance. She indeed does 
far more, and appears to assume most of the functions of a 
Creator, but in this paper we have only time to touch on organic 
evolution amongst plants, animals, and men. 

•So far, then, we can arrive at no definition whatever of the 
word. To help us in this we must first settle the greatest of all 
questions: ''Is this ubiquitous ‘evolution’ merely a pro- 
cess or a dire^cting force, or both? ” As a process that may pos- 
sibly be used in some parts of the creation, few would object to it : 
although “ progression ” is far and away a better word, and one 
wholly free from ambiguities as well as from any suggestions of 
being a force. But to those who regard evolution as a fo3*ce, we 
would suggest that nothing can be evolved which is not in some 
way involved;* that “ every house builded by some man that 
is, that evolution postulates an evolver, and that “ natural selec- 
tion ” in no way covers the ground, or in animals is adequate to 
its task. 

Generally speaking, Darwin, Lamarck, Spencer, Hasckel, A. E. 
Wallace, and the majority of scientists regard evolution as 
having some inherent force ; although Darwin and Wallace do not 
push this to the denial of a Creator as Hseckel does. This last 
professor seems almost to have been in Lord Haisbury’s mind in 
1915, when he said, speaking, as President of the Institute, on 
Evolution : — - 

“ In court we are expected to give full proof in support of 
every assertion. A professor, on the other hand, appears to con- 
sider himself relieved from any such anxiety. He seems to think 
that all that he has to do is to say that such and such is the 
case. ” 

This ox cathedra style is cultivated to perfection by HsBckel, 
who calmly makes a statement without proof, and then argues 
from it as if it were a demonstrated fact. In his old age, 
however, Haeckel said that he stood almost alone among scientists 
in his evolutionary belief. “ Most modern investigators have 
come to the conclusion that the doctrine of evolution ... is an 
error.'’ This initial difficulty in evolution is so important that 
it must be settled before proceeding further. 

Evolution is the law in all human work, and its products are 
ah^ays imperfect; and all these imperfect products require*'^ an 
evolver — man; and we are surrounded everywhere by products, of 
which the successive steps are not missing as in geology. But if 
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evolution be also the law of nature, all its products on the con- 
trary are perfect, no e^olver seems needed, and, curious to say, 
the intermediate imperfect products are nowhere to be found ! 

A.S we have seen, in so far as evolution connotes force, so far is 
God excluded from His works; but God seems dropping out of 
our thoughts altogether. At a conference on moral education the 
other day eveiy conceivable force and method was discuss&l by 
twenty leading authorities, but the fear or the knowledge of God 
a factor was never once mentioned. At Dundee, when the British 
Association discussed the origin of life, ten professors named 
every possible theory, but God was not mentioned, r In evolution 
the determined exclusion of an objective evolver is significant. 
This exclusion leads at times to ridiculous conclusions. We see, 
for example, a professor gazing at a flint arrowhead he has picked 
up on the banks of the Somme. He is quick to trace the action of 
mind, human mind, in the three converging chips on the stone, 
making a point. It is abundantly clear to him that nothing less 
than man's mind could impress such purpose on a stone; and yet 
as an evolutionist he knows that he, the philosopher himself, is 
the product of blind chance, by natural selectionu In short, 
though nothing but an objective mind can make these three 
chips on the flint, mere chance can make a philosopher. In face 
of all this is there not some truth in the bitter French dictum. 
' ‘ God is still believed in in England; save by the city arabs and 
the higher philosophers 

Why the absence of a directing external mind which seems to 
be an inherent necessity in all human evolution should be insisted 
on in organic evolution alone, is a great mystery to outsiders, 
when both are so obviously teleological. Modern anatomy, 
indeed, stimulated by evolution, has given overwhelming proof 
of minute teleology in every part of the body, of which both 
natui^al selection and the force of environment are alike 
incapable. It is only right to repeat that Darwin allowed 
that God might have started the process of evolution with one or 
more original types ; and also that A. E. Wallace, who is described 
as a se^ceder from the ranks of orthodox Darwinism, wrote the 

World O'f Life, a manifestation of creative power, directive 
mind, and ultimate purpose.*' These men were far above most of 
their disciples. 

It must be remembered here that all Darwin's evolution was 
base/i on natural selection. Lamarck, on the contrary, founded 
his^evolution on environment,^ or change effected by< surroundings 
—a far surer ground, but one only touched on by Darwin in his 
later writings^ and in the sixth edition of ‘'"The Origin of 
Species." Now, these two are mutually exclusive, I may recall 
that in 1876 Darwin wrote to Professor Moritz Wagner that the 
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greatest error he had committed was not allowing sufficient weight 
to the direct Aaction of the environment. ^ 

When, therefore, we speak of evolution, we must explain what 
particular meaning** we attach to the word. At one end of the 
scale it may mean nothing more than the general scheme of pro- 
gression, outlined in Genesis i. as the method of the Creator. At 
the ^ther it may connote a directive force that has itself fashioned 
eveiy form of life without any creator at all. 

Dr. Etheridge (Brit. Mus.) says of such evolution: Nine- 

tenths is . . . wholly unsuppoi’ted by fact. ” Professor Bateson, 
E.E.S., in h^s address in 1914 as President (British Association), 
said: '' Natural selection cannot have been the chief factor in 
determining the species of animals and plants. We go to Darwin 
. . . but to us he speaks no more with philosophical authority/' 
Such voices from within seem to justify this paper from an out- 
sider. 

Looking now a little closer at human ancestry, we discover 
(1922), after fifty years of hot debates about primates and 
monkeys, that none has been found — ^the ape-descent, so 
vehemently insisted on, being practically given up. 

2. A second dlffiGidty is to trace the lines of ascent to man in 
. evolution, for even ontogeny, that impregnable rock of evolution, 
is now failing us. By ontogeny I mean the reproduction in the 
tembryo of the successive st®ps in the evolution of the race witii 
which he is credited by phylogeny. Professor Keith declares the 
'deductions from ontogeny and phylogeny are not valid, while Pro- 
fessor Sidgwick, in the Encyclopaedia Britannica, says there is no 
proof of their relations, and Bergson totally rejects the parallel. 
This foundation is, then, getting quite shaky, and already needs 
•some propping up. Partially as a result of this, we fear we must 
at last part with our old friend — the missing link." He is in- 
deed, in a parlous state. Leading scientists of the day stoutly 
-deny the existence of our friend anywhere. He is certainly 
backward in coming forward. Professor Keith says indeed, this 
missing link is now generally given up. For man to have 
descended from the ape would require millions of years and 100 
links : and of such there is no record, nor any trace. 

Some sixteen fragments of fossil skulls exist in the world now, 
after nearly a century of diligent search, and on these the 
■existence of our friend was based. Professor Eudolf Virchow, 
however, surely a first-rate authority, after careful examination 
oh the Pithecanthropos — ^the missing link in the South Kensing- 
ton Museurtt — pronounced it to I^e an ape; and on the further 
■evidences declares , there is no missing link or proanthropos 
am,ongst them, and that our frieifd is a phantom. , 

Some Japanese fossil skulls just discovered, and some others^of 
weiy remote date, have actually a large-r brain capacity than 
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brain to-day. I believe it has been gravely suggested 
inat at that tune their 9wners were becoming men, stod the effort 
was so great that extra brain capacity was required for the 
purpose. Dr. A. E. Wallace declares there areVery many missin" 
links of all sorts, of which there should be necessarily almost 
innumerable fossil remains, whereas he bitterly complains of there 
being hardly any in the two possible strata, the Eocene and the 
Myocene ; but with remarkable courage, instead of accepting this 
as a. proof of their non-existence, he actually says it is rather a 
proof of the imprfection of the geologic record. Why this should 

told, but it is evidently, regarded as 

3. A third difficulty is the result of the application of Darwin’s 
evolution to man. In Dr. Benjamin Kidd’s last work, “The 
bcience of Power,” Darwinism is most gravely charged with 
being the principal cause of the atrocities of’ the late war, because 
its leading doctrine, which had a tremendous vogue in Germany, is 
the bestial law that" might is right, and is the sole force in the 
path of progress ^ ; .and we must remember this law is ethical 
as well as physical. Now, civilisation depends on the subordina- 
tion of the individual to_ the social welfare. Darwinian progress, 
on the other hand, consists in the assertion of the individual 
against the social welfare ; and this is what actually always occurs 
in the degeneration_ of civilisation. .It may be remarked in 
passing, that Christianity immensely helps civilisation in asserting 
_ ns doctrine of self-abnegation as a leading tenet. Professor 
Ueismann considers that the highest form of cinlisation tends 
per sc, incessantly to degenerate. “Darwinism is,” says Ben- 
jaminlvidd, the very antithesis of the social integration which 
IS taking place in civilisation, for the ascending history of the. 
iiuinan race is the sacrifice of the individual to collective 
efficiency. The law; of sacrifice is the true law of progress ” 
in Gennany Hffickel was the supreme exponent of Darwin 
Danhnism^’^ teachings are the interpretations of 

t rfi® ® ^i^^ed A. A represented the 

sinvival of the fittest and proves that might is right.”* 

We are not surprised, when this bestial law of Darwin’s is 
extended to humanity , and_ has become the new gospel of Ger- 
many, to find that Ghristianity was trodden under foot, and' 
declared to be the greatest enemy to progress Germany had ever 
bad Nietsche impiously declares Christ to be the worst blM- 
1 ^ ^®°buse denied this bestial law for man i 

- /’s^rading doctrine made the last war what it was in 

incredible brutajity and cruelty. " If men will take the supposed 
law of pro gress for beasts as the law for themselves, so far from 
* B. KliDB, The Science of Power p. 48 , etc. 
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tiierefay producing the “ superman,” they degrade humanity to 
the bestiai leVel, and men act like beasts. 

The greatest lov^r of Darwin cannot say that he ever indicated 
that this law of natural selection did not apply to man. Indeed, 
the contrary is the case ; and no surpiise need be felt that • Ger- 
many fell into this fatal error. As we well know, Professor 
HuMey, Darwin’s doughty champion, everywhere asserted that 
Darwin’s law .held good for all living animals, amongst which' he 
Sassed humanity. 

Not until the very close of his life did the truth on this subject 
shine in upqn his soul. Not until his Romanes ” lecture at 
Oxford in 1893 (see “ Romanes ” lecture, p. 34), did he in one 
sentence overturn that deadly lie which has brought death or 
misery to millions, and set civilisation back in Europe fifty years. 

Huxley then said, to the delight oi all Christians, and to the 
dismay of all his friends, that — 

“ The ethical progress of society depends, not on our imitating 
the cosmic process (ruthless self-assertion), still less in running 
away from it, but in combating it.',' 

I gra.nt the phrasing is obscure, but it is a wonderful utterance 
from ITuxley ; and declares that in evolution there is one law for 
the beast, and an opposite law for the man. That if egoism is 
the bestial law, and might is right; altruism is the human law 
and might is no longer right*. Broadly speaking, would it be too 
much like John Bull if we said ‘‘ that in a general sense, while 
the Germans fought to establish the first law of these two, the 
Allies fought to establish the second; and by God’s good hand 
obtained the victory ”? 

To return to our organic evolution. The outsider has still a 
few stumbling blocks to get over before he can accept what the 
twentieth century .has left o-f Darwin’s original evolution. 

4. The fourth difficulty is the sudden appearance in the rocks 
of the fossils of myriads of entirely new species ^ unpreceded by the 
greatly desired intermediate types, of which the strata are so 
shamelessly deficient.^ These new species are perfect in every 
respect, and no evolution is apparent iii their structure. Darwin 
pointed out that these sudden arrivals (shall we say, from 
nowhere,” or from the hands of the Creator?) were very serious 
objections to his theory. 

He, of course, relying for advance in variations denied fixed 
species, hut in this his following is not numerous. Few have any 
id^a of the numbers of the different species, each with its own 
peculiar and. fixed characteristics^ and extraordinary instincts . 
The insects alone number three-quarters of a million species, of 
which beetles can show 1/200,000 varieties! , 

m 

*Eeceiit discoveries of isolated supposed “links do not invalidate 
the general statement. 
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is another difficulty that has not yet 
been surmounted. Types of an intermediate character in animals 
p'e indeed hard to find. The best chain of evolution that has been 
W/«teblished, and very well advertised, is It ^f the 
- M E- ^ tlie apocryphal 

de^c? bv ?’ T greatly depends, hafbeen 

1 f professor s inner consciousness solely from'' the 

dence of some teeth, which are declared to be its only true 
^^3Ss describes this evolution of the horse as 

The almost complete and greatly lamented absence of inter- 
mediate types 18. indeed, rather fatal, and if evolutionists were 
not cheered with the vision of a ureat " find ” «nn,. rTf! 


a new sub-variety,” a very different 
Modern professors ar© nofc so modest 
Henslow declared that ** spontaneous s 
ditions of life is the origin of species — a 
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the Oreatoi;, or wrongly, endowing at His will the 

primordial germ with power to rise to t^e next step in creation 
per saitum or mutation and this could be repeated by the 
Divine will without intermediate types at ail ; which would accord 
with the geologic record, and redeem it from the reproach it has 
so long unjustly laboured under. No one can, of course, say this 
was the method, for we don’t know; but it is at least more feasible 
^^han Darwin’s “ natural selection only it labours under the 
fatal drawback of requiring a Creator or directing force with a 
fixed purpose and power, which nowadays is asking rather too 
much. Th(? only mind of which science is officially aware is 


Professor Schafer points out that * * supernatural intervention is 
unscientific,” a fact that has already struck us as obvious, but 
which does not necessarily make it less true. A. E. Wallace, on 
the other hand, in his unscientific way, says, “ We must postulate 
a mind as the source of all the forces of the wdiole material 
universe.” (*' World of Life,” p. 338.) 


I hope the Institute is not yet tired of the difficulties in evolu- 
tion, for there are still a few most serious ones ahead. 



C. The next difficnlty is about the 500,000 species of insects. 
Insect life, indeed, seems ^expressly designed to strike despair 
into the Darwinian’s heart. It is certainly a terrible problem, 
to conceive how an animal evolves, that begins life by crawling 
on numerous legs, under a long, soft body, suddenly folds 
itself up one day and dissolves into a creamy mass of cells, all 
absolutely alike, where it lies without motion, or apparently life, 
as a chrysalis for days or weeks; and then, miracle of miracles, 
its dirty grey slime is transformed into the gauzy wings, gorgeous 
body, and long attenuated legs of a dragon-fly, or . into the 
painted glories of a nectar-sipping butterfly, or maybe into the 
polished scarabs us of a blackbeetle. Where in this variegated 
life, does natural selection carry on its beneficent task of evolu- 
tion ? Is it the worm, the quiescent corpse, or the horny consum- 
mation that proves might is right? 


If, indeed, evolution by natural selection were the whole truth 
about the universe, we could boldly say, ** Never did such lowly 
and inadequate means produce such magnificent and transcen- 
dental results, as seen in the insectivora.” But this is another 
difficulty. Is it true that any animal, however fit, has itself the 
power to -evolve either the repulsive horrors or the st^tling 
beauties of the insect world? Some stout-heax-ted believers still 
say ‘Lyes.” Most of us hoWfever, may envy,^but cannot attain 
to their faith. On the whole it seems easier, safer, and irsdaed 
wi^er to take the simple path of believing the word of God. 
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0/ and specially of insect 

- * -tisnii Fabre^ the hrench naturalist, a nafne known to 

UB dl, degreed ^th D.rwm. He, in lie teliee oflhe etolS 
foi existence and the gradual evolution of various powers th-it 
“ some far distant generation, is confronted by 
s insistence on instinct, which is never learnt by the animal 

relST t “ 

equne it An incomparable observer (easily the first in insect 
■mimber'of ^ theorist, Fabre has collected ^ 

a Sut itdL di7naf fl “sects. Dagwin himself; 

1 i’ 1 i . realise something of the kind He 

Sts Tnnl‘^" saT‘‘ The 

Unfortunately, Darwin died just as the discussion with 
!»gm„,„s, but up to li. di.a hu still .dS to 
that instinct is an acquired habit. Of course, this necessitated the 
tansmission of acquired habits, in which Lamarck an cl Darwin 
ully believed, but which Weissman and others of the first rank 
s ou% deny. Not only did Fabre believe tZ thXoMeis oi 
DiMnrArWte*! f “®^Pl“able without the assumption of a 

re™ forfhe extraordinary 

re 5 ,arcl lor the life of the insects ha. studied and described biif 

could not cxpl..„ p.brc h.c indeod helped uc to .tie it .“n 
“'red'” “ “■ “<i I'd ‘iw ?. 

hed ? ” *0 illuslretc this. P.bre 

nad a gieat glass case, containing twentv-five scorpions Tn tbe 

fcSTc S-l; St 

sTrok"' f®<=i*«Prnor chels^."' Tn?nca7(lTs'U?ugh^ 

jj m?" 1 ® the animal has not even a snout Where 'we 

should look for a face are two hideous jaws like a wall And this 

deliiate^“°!?“^/®in ® '■ fore-legs more 

of nartlr®' to h-'" P'"'*® "^“adful mask 

as his own. His tenderness and naivete are superb ’ The doT 
thcrcay, muenW ,h. Me, I know , pctourtorTi .^l 

The impassable gulf of the amorphous slime we call a chrysalis 

r t; 

poirers oi Darwin s evolution, to say nothing of the inersdibt^ 
cccuracy of the instot i„«i„cl, I„ the sphe/wtp it iei^Sd 
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cliat its eggs should be laid in some living body powerless to harm 
, for some entirely inscrutable reason^ From birth this wasp 
surpasses all surgical accuracy in the use of its sting. For in the 
large caterpillar it '‘operates on, it has to find the exact spot on 
its back, of incredible minuteness, where injected poison will 
paralyse all the motor muscles without destroying the life of the 
animal. No bungling is of use. The exact spot must always be 
instinctively known (it is never looked for), so that the caterpillar 

its living death becomes the foster-mother of the sphex progeny. 
There is no evidence of any objection on the part of the cater- 
pillar, ^ 

8. The necct difficulty is to conceive the gradual evolution by 
natural selection of most complicated organs that can he of no 
possible use to the innumerable “ linhs until their formation is 
complete. Take, for instance, the evolution, according to Darwin, 
of the eye, or of a feather. 

Imagine the survival of the fittest in countless steps, evolving 
by degrees a feather: For what possible use is inconceivable, 
since the evolver has never left the earth, and a feather could not 
help it to do so, Darwin said the thought of the evolution of the 
eye (useless till complete) always gave him a cold chill down his 
back; Bergson plainly declares such evolution impossible. 

Indeed, I do not iaiow of any book by any leading evolutionist 
that explains how imperfect? organs could possibly be evolved in 
the interest of the animal, with a steady persistence through cen- 
tunes (?), until at last the long chain of defunct and missin,* 
ancestors were rewarded bj?- a distant offspring possessing an eye . 
This is another stumbling block, that must be overcome if evolu 
tion is ever to be more than an unworkable hypothesis ; but ot 
this, there is at present no sign. 

9. The last difficulty I shall adduce (not with the idea of their 
number being exhausted, but with a sincere desire not to exhaust 
my audience) is the philosophical difficulty of evolving extremely 
complicated structures out of the simplest forms by such a chance 
force as natural selection. 

This difficulty may not strike some as insoluble; nevea-theiess, 

points out that the theory of evolution, runs mainly counter to 
the usual order in nature — when any proposed evolver is excluded. 

Science, of course, has nothing officially to do with origins or 
first causes. It only concerns itself with actual facts and results, 
and their connections. It says ‘‘ the origin of matter and force 
unknowiible.'' Dr. A. B. Wallace, however, is not of'^this 
scientific view. He says: Science demands the knowledge of 
an intelligent being as the first cause of physical force/' 

modern times Professor Henslow has endowed life with<1:.he 
directivity, and there can be no doubt that , the Creator 





^ may remiCrk hore that protofJasm i« not so much the physical basis 
01 life as that (as Professoi* Burden Sandeihon shews) life is the basis of 
protoplasm. 
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present every step of the way. If we are to trace such Divine 
action in Geiftesis and further on, from ea^th to heaven, we seem 
to discover seven steps in this new Jacob's Ladder: — 

1 . Unicellular organisms or protojioa — ^the beginning of all life. 

2. Multicellular organisms or metazoa (including all vegetable 
lifej^ 

3. The invertebrata. 

4. The vertebrata up to the primates, 

5. The natural man. 

6. The spiiitual man (by the new birth), as great and true a 
step in progression as any of the others, and a distinct new species 
—true to type. 

7. The Superman or Christus Consummator, the last Adam — 
the last for which the first was made — ^the end in view from the 
first moment life ever appeared on this planet. 

I do not press these closing views, nor are they the subject of 
this paper, but to me they are both true and harmonious. 

I will not apologise for the shortness of my remarks, for their 
brevity will give opportunity for others to speak, who are no 
doubt more conversant with evolution than myself. 

Indeed, it may be possible that we may be favoured with an 
esoteiic view of the subject, which would be of great interest to 
all of us, and possibly solve some of the difficulties that puzzle 
outsiders. 


Discussion. 

The Chaieman (the Rev. J. J, B. Coles, M.A.), said they had 
listened with great pleasure to. a most interesting paper by Dr. 
Schofield. In calling on them for a vote of thanks by acclamation, 
he would make a few remarks. • On page 83 the first paragraph, we 
read: ‘‘When therefore we speak of evolution, we must explain 
what articular meaning we attach to the word. At one epd of the 
scale it may mean nothing more than the general scheme of pro- 
gression, outlined in Genesis i*, as the method of the Creator. At 
the other it may connote a directive force that has itself fashioned 
every form of life without any creator at all. 

The Christian student of science holds fast to the dignified opening 
words of Scripture : “In the beginning God created the heaven and 
fche earth. 

That God was pleased to woTk by gradual m^ethods as well as 
by direct creative energy, is, I take it for granted, what most ef us 
here present believe. , .... 







irroiessor Alired Russell Wallace, when referring to the question 
as to how life origina^d in this planet, affirmed tlmt power was 
exercised from without. In a word, life was given to the earth. 

Mr. W. IIosTE said: I hardly think Dr. Schofield need have been 
so apologetic at the beginning of his admirable paper. If he is an 
outsider, there are no “insiders.” Even a Max-Miiller could not 
pose as an expert on the language of primitive man; the b^st of 
cartographers could not produce a reliable map of the other side 
of the moon. It is difficult to see how a man can be ” ' ' 

Evolutionist. No one has ever seen evolution 
there one direct proof that 

Darwinism, unlimited vj ‘ ’ 

transmission of acquired characteristics 


an esoteric 
in. process, :''vhor is' 
any of the four foundations of 
^ariability, unlimited time for variation, 

^ _ s or natural selection, repose 

on anything more solid than assumption. We can all read books. 
Ihe man who reads the most on this subject, unless he has some- 
hing better than man’s word to go by, should be the most muddled, 
tor the voices are very conflicting. I think Dr. Schofield migjit 
have added, to his modern gods and goddesses— “Science,” a swollen 
puffed-out word, glibly used by the scientists of the penny Press ■ 
but tiie^faest scientists allow there is much more outside than inside 
It. Dubois-Raymond says of natural selection: “We seem to have 
m sensation in holding to this doctrine of a man hopelessly sinking 
grasping a single plank that keeps him above water. ” Then 
•* ii, rt? Weissman long agm assured the scientific world 
that It they gave up “ Evolution,” and especially “Darwinism,” 
nothing remained ^ but “ Creation,” of course, a reducfio ad 
abWum; but Wilser writes: “ He is no scientist who has not 
settled accounts^with Darwinism.” Haeckel was so anxious to prove 
Evolution that he used to do a little forging on his own account 
in his «^bj 7 ^ogical diagrams. When forced to confess this, as he 
did in the _ Mnnchener Allegemeiner Zeitung,” of January 9, 1909 
he covered his retreat by asserting : “The great majority of all 
morphological, anatomical, liistoiogicai 
. ■ . . are not true to Nature, 
schematized, and reconstructed. ’ 
robbing the orchard. It might 
when visiting the South Kensington Museu; 
unpopular with his fellow scientists. Gu: 
known to develope cannibalistic tendencies 
tificum ” is as real as the 

^ As for the process of Evolution itself, should 
in the earliest strata 
have been at first all of 
infinitely small variations into new types ? 
certing to find o^;^ the contrary at*the 
anifnal remains, s " " 

persist for ages, unchanged, like the^ 


and embryologicai diagrams 
but are more or less doctored, 
It is the little boy’s excuse for 
ithout use to remember this 
5eum. HsBckel became very 
Some scientists have ‘ been 
“ odium scien- 

odium theologicum. '* ’ 

. . ^ot have expected 

containing organic fossils, that these would 
g^^'dwally merging by a series of 
” ' ^ - .In reality it is discon- 

. , . , ’^ery start a large variety of 

some of which disappear altogether, while others 
_ , - — j ammonites : while new forms 
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are constantly and suddenly appearing. As the eighth Duke of 
Argyle wrote* “The new forms always appear suddenly from no 
known source, and generally, if of a new type, exhibit that type 
in great strength as to numbers.” How exactly this fits in with 
that “ progression,” which, as Dr. Schofield remarks, is so charac- 
teristic of Gen. i. ! To meet above difficulty the “ possible ” “ Im- 
perf^tion of the Record ” is suggested* But Science knows no 
resting place on “may be ” and “perhaps.” As a fact we have, as 
Orquhart shows in his “ Bible and how to read it,” rocks, such as 
the Jurassic, in which occur continuous and undisturbed series of 
long and tranquil deposits, 1,300 ft. in thickness, in which as many 
as 1,850 new species have been counted, all of them suddenly born, 
invariable as far as they go, and superseded by still newer forms. 
HjBckel hailed Darwin as a great deliverer from the tyranny of the 
Scriptural Record, which he considei'ed, no doubt rightly, to be the 
greatest obstacle to the acceptance of Evolution. Darwin provided 
wliat Hseckel called an “ anti-Genesis. ” Certainly Gen. i. in 
scientific language would be an amusingly pedantic document, and 
as Dr. Schofield asks pertinently what scientific “ language would 
be the up-to-date one? ” The language of Gen. i. is not in advance 
of the science of any time, it is not behind the science of any time. 
Professor G. Dana, the well-known geologist, in his “ Geology,” pp. 
760, 770, writes : “ This document (i.e., the first chapter of Genesis), 
if true, is of divine origin. f»It is profoundly philosophical in the 
scheme of creation it presents. It is both true and divine. It is a 
declaration of authorship both of creation and the Bible.” When 
W. E. Gladstone proposed Dana as arbitrator between himself and 
Huxley in their great controversy as to the scientific accuracy of 
Genesis i-, Huxley replied: “There is no man to whose judgment 
I would more readily bow than Professor Dana.” I cannot help 
strongly deprecating the placing of Christ (see p. 91) as a sort of 
superman — the last development, by whatever process you please, 
in a progressive series, beginning with the protozoa and mounting 
up through the invertebrates to “the natural man.” I think this 
gives the case away, degrades Christ, and contradicts the facts of our 
Lord^s origin, as presented to us in the Scriptures, three things the 
lecturer would never do wittingly. 

Mr. Theodore Roberts desired to add another difficulty in the 
way of the evolution theory, which he remembered the late Lord 
Salisbury mentioned when delivering his address as President of 
the British Association nearly 30 years ago. 

It was that the biologists declared that they required at least 50 
million years for the development^ of the first protoplasm inro a 
man, whereas the geologists affirmed that some two million years 
ago the surface of this earth mu^ have been so hoj: as to make life 
impossible. ^ 

He thought that many had been attracted to evolution as finding 
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a reason why SO many animals were furnished with the means of 
causing pain^ to others a thing which appeared at 4irst sight in- 
compatible with a beneficent Creator. He thought the explanation 
with regard to the present Creation might lie m the fact that the 
fall of man, who was reaUy God to the lower animals, had affected 
them, as indeed appeared from the Scripture, “ The whole Creation 

"D j.'u • * ^ — itomans 22 - 

But^this ^would^ not explain the evidences in fossil remains that 

. . -- man were furnished with weiipoiil 

with which they could torture one another. It might possibly be 

was inhabited by some superior 
3 passions af^cted animals, 
appear to be any clear and full explan a- 
us humble and remember the limitations 
many things we had to walk by faith 


them, as indeed appeared from the Scripture, ‘ ■ TI 
groaneth and travaileth in pain together until now. 

animals before the advent of 
1 

that at that time this world 
creatui'es who had passed away and whose 
^ However, there did not , 
tion, which should make i 
of our knowledge, and that in 
and not by sight. 

The Rev. J. E. H. Thomson, M.A., D.B., writes 
very highly Br. Schofield’s paper, and should have 
had circumstances permitted me to be present on 
month. While agreeing with the author in the aj 
term, I yet think that “ Evolution ” may have a tho 
meaning. If it is regarded as indicating the metb 
followed; that Creation was not the result of the 
moment, but a process by which step by step the me 
evolved from the more simple according to a purp< 
quite well be true. 

There may even be an excuse for saying Nature ” 

“God”: it may result from a reverence analogous 
leads the Jews to avoid the sacred name when rea 
Ihis does not affect the difficulties pointed out by 
^hich reaUy aply to the purposeless evolution of modern science; 
Personally, I have been impressed with the millions of “missins 

‘‘itolutir’’ ^ lortuitous 

evolution cannot have been merely the emergence 

{■ u T . T highly specialised forms of life 

which abpear to be terminals, e.g., the ostrich, the elephant and 
m geologic tome, the Pterodactyl. These cannot be steps^to further 
evolution. There is an interesting region for enquiry : the instincts 
which in so many animals lend themselves to domestication and 
modification by man. This leads to the question whether i? 
not be that, parallel with evolution of man there was the Avni +• ^ 
•of afiinials to fit them to be subj^ts of man’s rule. If it be objected 

explain of the PaU may 

S^al rei;rod^irfio™’'^T.r ^®P^°“on by gemmation, by 
Di *exual reproduction and the care of the young, seems to fin j i/. 

reason in the evolution of altruism. ® 
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De. W. Woods-S-myth wrote: — I am glad to get a glimpse of 
Dr. Schofield’s paper. I am an evolutionist^, because, like Hieckel. 
I found it in the Bible. The succession of living organisms revealed 
by geology agrees with the doctrine of evolution, and that succession 
is absolutely in harmony with Genesis i. as far as the Scripture goes. 
The Bible alleges the earth to be an efficient cause in the bringing 
fortl^ of living organisms. In the Hebrew the word is in the causa- 
tive voice — this denotes all that the earth stands for, namely, the 
JSfe given to it by God, the environment, natural selection, etc. Man 
by his feeble powei^s and limited vision, by his use of selection, has 
jDroduced varieties which, had they been found in Nature, would have 
been placed not simply in different species, but in different genera. 
Man, by experiments on a few organisms has produced varieties of 
organisms uMch are Inherited through generations, and the per- 
manency of the new characters, which are inherited^ depends upon 
the length of time they have been subject to changed conditions. 
Natural selection works on many millions of organisms, and through 
long millions of ages — hence its achievements. True natural selec- 
tion alone cannot produce a species of living organism. No more 
can its Biblical correlative, election, alouQ produce a Christian. 

The elect of Christ and Darwin are ever the Overconiers. The 
point is by what means do they overcome? Nietzsche, in his nar- 
row soul, thought of might, power, force ; this was a mistake. The 
great saurians excelled in strength the mammals, but the mammals 
by more brains and alertness of body were the overcomers. The 
earlier gigantic mammals excelled in strength their later congeners, 
yet the later overcame and displaced them by more efficient adjust- 
ments. Man has the dominion over all creatures, but not by might 
or force ; and Christ overcomes by the revelation of the love of God 
and the majesty of Him who loves. 

Note by Dr. Schofield on Dr. Woods-Smyth^s remarks : If evolution 
means only succession it is too vague for coipitroversy. Neither water 
nor earth were efficient causes of animal life, for God had to create 
and make every living creature. I do not consider natural selection 
and God^s election as correlatives. Might, power, force, is not 
confined by Nietzsche and others to what is physical. 
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639th ORDINARY GENERAL MEETING, 

Held in Committee Room B, 

THE OENTEiL HALL, WESTMINSTER, 3.W., on Monday 
Eebruary 20fcli, 1922, at 4.30 p.m. 

LIEUT.-CoIONBL G. MACKINL.4Y TN THE ChAIE. 

. ■ . 

The Minutes of the previous Meeting were read, confirmed and signed 
and the HOK. SECRETARY announced the following elections : — A. G. Wil- 
kinson, Esq., as a Member, and Captain Ralph Garr- Gregg as an Associate. 

_ The Chairman then introduced Mr. W. Dale, F.G.S., P.S.A., who read 
nis paper on Christianity in Roman Britain,” illustrated by lantern slides 
of great interest. 


CHRISTIANITY IN ROMAN BRITAIN. 
By William Dale, Esq., F.G.S., F.S.A. 


The subject of the introduction of Christianity into our land 
during its occupation by the Romans is one of the deepest 
interest. The evidence available is, unfortunately, of the most 
meagie description, so that there have not been wanting those 
including no less an authority than Thomas Wright, who have 
denied altogether that Christianity was known in Roman Britain 
and was not introduced until the coming of Augustine. Our 
knowledge m this direction has, however, of late years been 
reinlorced, and it 13 satisfactory to find that one of the greatest 
and best authorities on early Christian Art, Mr. 0. M. Dalton 
^bA., has, m a recently published guide book of the British 
uscuin, placed the matter beyond controversy. 

7®^ a few of the actual facts we 
possess,^ and to mention some of the traditions and legends which 
have come down to us, upon which many have built their faith. 

suDn^i£ifw"^^ffi.^V reasonableness of the 

Roman invasion the Gospel came. The 
Country, made by the army, 
attention of the invaders. By 

an ingot of lead from the mines, in the Mendip Hills feearinTon it 
the stamp of the Emperor Nero, with his titles so fully set Lt 
h^ Roman students can date ic with certainty at a n ^60 At 
that time the great Apostle of the Gentiles was livSg in the 
Capital m daily contact with soldiers of the army, and peLed tL 
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message to Phillipi : “ The saints that are in Eome salute thee, 
chiefly they of Caesar’s household/’ The^ slides I purpose show- 
ing you presently are a set I have had prepared to illustrate 
Eoman life in Britain, and I make no apology for introducing 
them, as they will help you to understand something of the civil- 
ization and refinement which obtained in our Country when the 
Empire was nominally Christian and persecution had ceased. 

The traditions and legends which we find in the writings of 
the Monkish chroniclers are comparatively well known. William 
of Malmesbury gives an account of the founding of the first 
Christian Cl;^urch in Britain at Glastonbury. This was written 
ten centuries after the supposed founding. He derived the story 
from a charter of St. Patrick, which has been pronounced a 
forgery, and from writings of a British historian which he found 
in the libraries of St. Edmund and St. Augustine. Archbishop 
Usher who perused these writings pronounced them to be the 
work of a Saxon monk. The account reads that after our Lord’s 
Ascension the word of God spread rapidly. Persecution was 
stirred up by Jewish priests, and the disciples dispersed, preach- 
ing the Gospel to the Gentiles. Amongst them Philip the Evan- 
gelist, arriving in the territory of the Franks, converted many of 
them. Here he chose out twelve of his disciples and set over them 
Joseph of Arimathea, and sent them to Britain in the year 63. 
They were given a certain Tsland where they were admonished 
by the Angel Gabriel to build a church in honour of the Blessed 
Virgin, which was finished in 64. The story is further embellished 
by the medieval detail that Joseph of Arimathea bore with him the 
Holy Grail and deposited it in the church. That the stoiy owes 
its origin to the time when the religious house at Glastonbury 
was rising in impo.rtance and the monks were anxious to spread 
its fame, there can be very little doubt. On a recent visit to 
Glastonbury, however, I was not a little surprised to find that the 
distinguished architect in charge of the ruins was a believer in 
Joseph of Arimathea. 

To a later date belongs the martyrdom of St. Alban, the first 
British martyr. I have always thought that there must be a 
foundation of truth in this story, for such a famous AblDey and 
so far renowned a shrine could hardly have grown up round an 
invention. Moreover, the time was the beginning of the 4th 
century, and the Diocletean persecution, under which he is said 
to have suffered, was the expiring effort of Eoman paganism. 
The story is given by Bede, who obtained it from Gildas. Fle|ing 
from Wales* to avoid the attacks which the Eoman Government 
was directing against his relimon, came a Christian preacher 
named ‘‘ Amphibaliis,” the name is suspicious, a»nd suggested by 
the cloak he wore. Albanus, a native solider, came under Ibis 
teaching, gave him shelter, and himself embraced Christianity. 



WILLIAM DALE. 


3 that of King Lucius; to which 

the date of about a. B. 180 is assigned. In this connection it 
IS neecliui to call attention to an article by Prof. Flinders Petrie 
in^the Proceedings of the British Academy, for 1917-1918, on 
• borne neglected points in British History. ’ ’’ This distinguislied 
scholar deals far more leniently than other writers with the 
accounts of Eoman Christianity. He tells us that the fullest 
Hcoount we have__of early British history is given us in the 
Chronicle of Tysilio a writer in the West of England who has 
een entirdy ignored, and no use made of his record. Internal 

British docn- ' 

ments extending bswk to the 1st century. Geoffrey of Monmouth 

Tf^: (tessed it up largely and impaired our 

reliance upon it. If it is to be regarded as a medieval composition 

Passing over 

later f ^fesar, and the 

o/Bn?kh mentions two generations 

^ ® Caradog, and three after him. One of 

these Bran was hostage m Borne for seven years for his son 
Oaradog, who it is implied was sent back to rule in Britain The 
sojourn of Bran in Borne was from 51 to 68, while Banl was L 
Borne, and when he returned he brought the faith of Christ to 
the Oambnans. The next account is that about a.d ISO Kina 
Lucius, his descendant, sent to Pope Eleutherius at Bnmo 

r^r? ?r t »i-°” » n.~d“X EtaheriS 

m the Liber .Pontificalis, and Bede gives us the same information 
In contradistinction to Prof. Petrie I sum up the“ridfnc?in1h; 
words of the greatest authonty on Boman .Britain, the late Prof 
&?, Hhtcncai Kw 

O Meet religious beliefs. A rhetorical passa.5 S 

.t about a.., OOO, but forbida%Ssa JSoS 
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‘ Tlie Britojiis, in paits inaccessible to the Eomaiis, Christ has 
truiy subdued/ We conjecture from^the silence of ancient 
writers that Ghril&tianity reached Britain by natural expansion, 
rather than conscious missionary effort. We conjecture further 
that this expansion was from the Eoman proyinces of Gaul and 
G^'many. Communication between these places was easy and 
frequent. In the 2nd and 3rd centuries the armies of Britain 
•and the Ehine exchanged recruits. In the 4th century, Ammianus 
tells us British cornships were accustomed to sail up the Ehine. 
How Christianity came to Gaul we do not know, perhaps from 
the East tc? Marseilles. Arguing frbm these premises we may 
suppose that at any rate as early as the 3rd century individual 
Christians on individual errands came from Gaul, Germany, and 
perhaps from Eome, that gradually congregations were formed, 
and, in time, even bishoprics established. 

‘'No less than six Apostles are supposed to have preached 
in Britain. These are not the patriotic inventions of Englishmen, 
but due largely to Continental winters of the 6th and four follow- 
ing centuiies. They are guesses, unsupported by any evidence. 
In the 7th century a more astonishing story appears. Lucius, 
King of Britain, sent to Pope Bleutherius, about a.d. 174-189, 
and requested conversion. Whether the request was granted is 
not stated. The story is^^ certainly untrue. It is rejected by 
historians of all creeds and schools. It appears first in the 
biographical lives of Popes known as the ‘ Liber Pontificalis, ' and 
originated in Eom.e, and in such a way that it was not inserted 
befoi'e A.D. 700. From thence it was copied inaccurately into 
the ‘ Historia Brittoniim,' ascribed to Nennius, and more 
accurately into Bede's Ecclesiastical History. Its origin is attri- 
buted to the 7th century, when a violent controversy raged 
between British and Eoman bishops, and historical arguments 
were forged." 

In the 4th century of our era we pass into the region of solid 
facts, and are able to consider tangible evidence given to us by 
the labours of the archasological explorer. Before leaving behind 
us the realm of pious fictions, however, we stay a mnment to 
mention one picturesque legend which has greatly struck the 
fancy of men. I refer to the story of Helena. The author of the 
story appears to have been Geoffrey of Monmouth, to whom I 
have already referred. It is perpetuated in the arms of the 
Borough of Colchester, which date back to the 12th century. 
Geoffrey nieutions no less than three Kings of the name of Cole, 
the third o? the name being King* or Chieftain of Colchester, who 
had killed a Eoman usurper th#t had succeeded Allectus, Hear- 
ing of this, the Eoman power sent Oonstantius Ghlorus to asawme 
the Government, with whom King Cole or Coel made peace. 
Oh his death a few months after, Constantins was crowned, and ‘ 




married Helena, the daughter of Coel, and had by her a son 
named Gonstantine, boif^i at Colchester. Dismissing King Cole 
from the reckoning, we have Gonstantius as a^real person, who 
died at York in 300. Plelena also had a real existence, and her 
son, Gonstantine the Great, was associated by Eoman writers with 
Britain. But the story which has made Helena famous we cannot 
suppose was other than a medieval invention. She was honohl’ed 
as a popular saint on May 3rd, the discovery of the Cross, and on- 
September 14th, the exaltation of the Cross. It is told of her that/^ 
she went to Jerusalem at the request of Constantine to search for 
relics. She found alnaost everything worth finding; the true 
Cross, the three holy nails and other relics. She afterwards went 
further East and found the remains of the Magi or the three 
Holy Kings, which enshrined in the Cathedral of Cologne made 
the fortune of that City. In honour of them Cologne took the 
three crowns for its City arms. Colchester did the same, each 
crown surmounts one of the three holy nails. The Cross as’found 
by Helena was of living wood and sprouted when placed in the 
temple. Helena, by instructions from an angel, divided the Cross 
into four portions and sent them to different parts of the world. 

In dismissing these legends we may extract profit from them in 
the words of a Colchester antiquary, Mr. Gurney Benharn — 

Never mind about the literal truth of these legends. Is the 
meaning of them true? I So not think you can find a 
with a truer and more beautiful meaning than that of the 
aged Helena ate long journeying and many toils and perils, 
finding at last the true Cross, the living Cross, the iife-givincr 
Cross, the Cross which the angel told her to distribute to the four 
quarters of the world. No wonder this story captured the 
imagination of Christendom. So, too, with the legend of the 
ree Hoiy^ Kings. These three crowns symbolized what they 
oodior~the three acceptable gifts, viz., generosity and charity 
—gold; worship, thankfulness and contrition— frankincense 
sweetness of life— myrrh. The three crowns of life' 
And the three nails meant the triple anguish of the Great Sacrifice 
QAn] soul and body, to save the minds and 

s and bodies of all mankind. It is a little sermon, this coat- 
oDarms. A little sermon, but I have read longer ones which teach 

At Eoman sites scattered all over Britain, Christian emblems 
and, in rare cases, monumental inscriptions have been found' ' 
Amongst the earliest symbols of the Saviour is the fish probablv 
introduced from Alexandria. Jts Greek name gave'ris^e to an 
acrostic which was known as ear]^ as the 2nd century The five 

Chiist. Son of God Saviour.” The well-known “Chi Eho ” 
made up of the two first letters of the Greek word for 
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Christ, appears to have been introduced as a Christian symbol 
by Constarltine about a.d. 312. The (^rliest dated example is 
323. This monc^rarn has been found at Silchester or Calleva 
Attrebatum, and at various 'V villas /' elsewhere, as well as on 
pieces of silver in the famous hoard, a portion of a robber’s loot, 
recently found at Traprain" B reached this 

C(Tantry by way of Gaul. The most interesting example is cer- 
tainly that found in exploring the villa at Appleshaw in Hamp- 
shire. Buried at one spot on this site was found the whole of 
the pewter plates and dishes of the family, skilfully made and 
decorated \%ith niello. On one small plate or saucer was scratched 
the Chi Eho monogram. It is difficult to suppose this vessel was 
of secular use, and I prefer the suggestion by a patriarch of the 
Greek Church made to me when lecturing at the British Museum : 
that it was the forerunner of the medieval paten, the plate on 
which the bread was placed at the celebration of the Lord’s 
Supper. It calls up to us a vision of simple piety of the 4th 
century, when the well-to-do owner of this villa — perhaps joined 
by others of like feeling from the many villas around — met 
together on the first day of the week to do what Pliny describes 
the early Christians doing, viz., “ To sing, by turns, a hymn to 
Christ as God, and to bind themselves by a sacred oath to commit 
no iniquity.” The word he uses,- ** sacramentum, ” has corns 
down to us in the sacrame»t. It meant in Rome the oath of alle- 
giance which the soldier took to his captain. The Christians 
acknowledged Christ as the Captain of his salvation and swore 
obedience to Him. 

The question of buildings set apart for Christian worship 
naturally arises next. It is certain that until the time of Con- 
stantine when the Empire became nominally Christian, there were 
no churches, and it was not until the edict of Milan in a.d. 312 
that basilicas were allowed to be built. The statement that in 
314, three bishops, whose names are given, were sent from York. 
London and Lincoln to the Council at Aries, I am unable to 
regard as authentic. Bede refers to churches built at Canterbury. 
St. Martin’s in that City has, however, been examined by experts, 
who have given it as their opinion that though mucli Roman 
material is used in the building, none of it is in situ, and they 
prefer to regard it as dating from the 7th or Sth century. But 
in the year 1892, during the course of the excavations at 
Silchester, the foundations of a building were laid bare, which 
bore such a striking resemblance to the 4th century churches 
discovered* in Africa, Italy and «Syria, that all doubt was put at 
rest, and on the most convincing evidence a Christian Church 
of the Roman period in BritainVas exposed to o»jr gaze. A model 
is placed in the Reading Museum, and as I was in touch Vith 
the excavations all along I am able to show you photographs^. 
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' ' taken at the time. The building lay to the South-East of the 
forum, and was situated in the same insula. It cop.sisted of a 
central nave with apse^at the West end, two side aisles with 
transverse walls at each end, and a porticO' or natthex. The nave, 
porch and apse had a paving of red tesseras. In a line with the 
;/ chord of the apse and extending into the nave was a square 

j', pavernenc of more ornamental character, composed of black a^nd 

wiiite tesserae with a border of lozenge pattern, alternately red 
: and grey on a wdiite ground, enclosed with lines of black. In ♦ 

a line with the entrance is a rough pavement of hints, in* the 
centre of which is another, about 4 feet square of red brick. 
Beside it is a i^it or well about 4 feet deep. Here^’we have a 
church of the basilican type. The basilica was a Eoman court of 
justice, but the word was applied in the time of Constantine to 
binidings consecrated to Christian worship. It is, of course, 
within the bounds of probability that the origin of the building 
may have been secular, and that in later times it was adapted as 
a church. It has been pointed out that the space occupied by the 
square of ornamental pavement was occupied by the Christian 
altar, or, as I myself prefer to call it, the Lord’s Table. The pave- 
ment at this part is in good condition and not worn, as though it 
had been covered by a mat. The celebrant standing in the apse 
would look East, facing the congregation. The platform of red 
brick at the entrance probably marks the site of a lavatory. The 
portico would form the narthex, the* name given by Christian 
writers to the vestibulum in front of a basilica, to which the 
catechumens and penitents were admitted. 

The building w^as a small one, its extreme length being only 
just over 40 feet. The number of Christians in Siichester must, 
therefore, have been few and Paganism probably still in the 
ascendant, as the remains of two large and tW''o small Pagan 
temples were discovered. 

With this glimpse of Christianity our survey of the Eoman 
occupation ceases. We should much like to know what befell 
our Country when the Eoman legions were withdrawn, but of the 
next 200 years we have no authentic history. We would fain, 
however, -^believe that amidst a time of unrule and disorder, some 
of those who followed Christ kept the lamp of truth alight, and 
still retained their faith when the Teutonic tribes invaded Britain, 
who enshrined the names of their gods in the days of our week! 

At the coming of Augustine, we enter the domain of reliable 
history, and Christianity is once more established in our Island. 

We j^*e bound to state, however, that there had arisen in the 
meantime great changes of obsefvance and ritual. Monasticism 
had arisen, and the practice's of therChurch were far removed from 
the gimple observance of such as gathered in the 4th century in 
the little basilica at Caheva Attrebatum. 
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Discussion. 

Lieut-Coldnel Mackinlay said: — It is Jtow my privilege to pro- 
pose a hearty voU of thanks to Mr. Dale for his excellent paper. 
The printed part gives the evidences of the facts .which have evi- 
dently been most carefully weighed. As the historical data which 
we possess for the period under consideration in Britain is but 
scfmty, archeological research has rendered reliable aid. 

^ IMr. Dale refers to the Roman leaden ingots found in England, 
and he states that their weight is determined by the strength of 
ordinary pack mules, and this is doubtless correct. At the present 
time the weights of the guns of mountain artillery, carried on 
mules’ backs in order to traverse narrow paths impossible for 
wheeled transport, are governed in the same way by the strength 
of ordinary transport mules, the most powerful being selected for 
the transport of the guns themselves. Mr. Dale refers to the use 
of lead for coffins, the reason doubtless being that this is a metal 
which resists oxidation far better than iron. One of the noticeable 
features in Pompeii is that the leaden pipes belonging to the old 
houses retain almost entirely the forms which they bore when first 
constructed, so well does lead resist the action of the weather. 

The lantern slides claim our admiration and attention, parti- 
cularly the first, of the coin with the Chi rho monogram stamped 
on it. 

The carefully drawn plans of Silchester well show the high state 
of organisation and comfort in a Roman city in Britain. It is 
interesting to be reminded of the fact that at some time of the year 
the position of the principal streets can be clearly seen in the grow- 
ing crops by the colour differing from that around them. 

I conclude by asking you to accord by acclamation a hearty vote 
of thanks for this most interesting paper. 

Mr. Theodore Roberts thought that the evidence for the martyr- 
dom of St. Albans was a little suspicious and enquired whether 
the name was not in some way connected with Albion, the Roman 
name of Britain, which would point to his being a mythical person. 

With reference to Sir Henry Howorth’s most interesting remarks 
lie thought thg,t it w^as the good emperors who were persecutors, not 
the bad. Nero only burnt a few Christians to draw ofi attention 
from himself, but Prof- Ramsay had shown that Vespasian was 
really the first persecuting emperor, and he instanced Marcus 
Aurelius, the very best of the emperors, as a persecutor- He thought 
the reason^ was that these good administrators recognized th-«at the 
principles of Christianity were '"entirely opposed to their system 
and would ultimately destroy 

He quite believed there were other martyrs in Britain, even if 
there were no St. Alban, but not in the time of Diocletian, as it 
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was Constantins Chlorus who was then the Caesar in Britain, and he 
was favourable to Chriaftianity . 

He thought the historian, J. E. Green, and others, had gone too 
far in seeking for the origins of our nation wholly in Germany, and 
believed tliat although it was true that the Anglo-Saxons conquered 
the British, they mingled with them much as the Normans after- 
wards mingled with the Saxons. 

Dr. Schofield having to leave early made the following remarkr 
on a paper which was read at the discussion : — There can be no 
doubt of the value and interest of this much too short paper. It is 
well established that there was in Great Britain organised 
Christian church for some hundred years before the Anglian (Danish) 
invasion in 449- It must be remembered that Constantine the Great, 
son of Queen Helena, was crowned at York in 306. That the first 
Christian Council at Nice was held under him in 325, and also that 
Paganism had been suppressed and made illegal through the whole 
Eoman Empire 27 years before the Eomans finally left England in 
418, when they left a flourishing English church, and no sign of 
British or Eoman idolatry (Encyclopsedia Britt.) then existed. 

The Danish conquest swept all this away, and was a heathen 
triumph, and when 100 years later St. Augustine in 597, brought 
Christianity again into England, it was in no way founded on the 
ancient British-Eoman church. ^ 

It must be remembered, too, that Christianity in England never 
came from British sources. Eomans planted Christianity here 
twice over. Its earliest introduction is unknown; but there is in 
my mind little doubt that He who knew all from the beginning, 
referred to fchis country in the last words He spoke on earth, when 
he spoke of the “ uttermost parts of the earth ’’ (the well-known 
“ Ultima Thule” of Eome — the then name foi^ Great Britain). 

Christianity may have been introduced as early as Apostolic 
days, but certainly flourished in the third and fourth centuries 
from its connection with Eome, only to be so thoroughly and almost 
completely destroyed by the English or Angles (Danes) in the fifth 
century. 

All through our history, after the Apostolic age, Eome planted 
the truth here, and it never came from a British source— first of 
all during the rule of the Caesars, and after under the Popes. In 
a peculiar sense Christianity in this country is the daughter of the 
Eomish Church, long before the Eoman Catholic Church that we 

Augustine's mission here, was 
this introduced and finally organised in 690, to be*" overthrown 
many hundred years later as the Established religion of this country 
at the Eeformation. ^ 

Eemarks from Prebendary Fox on Mr. Dale's paper has an inter- 
esting note in the prolegomena of 2 Timothy on Claudia. He goes 
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fully into the evidence of the possibility of her being a British 
Christian- lie does not come to definite conclusion, but merely 
leaves it as a probability. 

Mr. Dale said in reply that he had been most anxious to present 
to the audience only reliable information on the subject. For this 
reason he had not quoted the author of St. Paul in Britain. ’’ At 
the ^me time he was well aware that there were many who went 
further than he had felt justified in doing. 





640th ORDINARY GENERAL , MEETING, 

Held in Committee Room B, 

THE CENTRAL HALL, WESTMINSTER, on Monday 
20tiii March, 1922, at 4.30 p.m. 

Alfbed T. Schofield, Esq,, M.D., in the Ohaib. 

The Minutes of the previous Meeting were read, confirmed and signe 
and the HON. SECRET ABY announced the election of the (following gentle 
men since the last meeting : — As a Member, Avory W. Holmes-Forbes> Esq, 
and as Associates, the Rev. P. B. Eraser, M.A,, the Rev. J. M. Pollock, M.A., 
and J. H. Clifiord Johnston, Esq, 

The Chairman then called on the Rev. F. F. Horton, D.D., to introduce 
he Discussion on Sunday Observance. 


Introducing Dr. Horton to the meeting, the Chairman said; — 
We are pleased to welcome here Dr. Horton, who is a man with 
a special knowledge of the subject before us this afternoon. It 
is to be hoped that this Institute will be able to voice an utterance 
on the subject of Sunday Observa^ice that may influence some 
of Uiose around us, and the leaders of thought in this Metropolis. 

rile Rev. Dr. Horton said; — Dr. Schofield, Ladies and Gentle- 
man,— I shall approach the question this afternoon not from the 
standpoint of religious ordinance or dogmatic rule, but entirely 
from the standpoint of practical utility as experience has demon- 
strated it. In fact, my own view is that the ordinance of the 
Sabbath by the Jewish law is strictly practical; that it was 
enjoined upon the people on hygienic grounds, and that' the 
ordinance of the Sabbath day was for the good of men. Our 
Lord said, * Tlie Sabbath was made for man and not man for 
the Sabbath.'' 

It is generally conceded that an interval of rest is necessary 
to all Efficient work. It has been proved by long experience that 
the interval should be about one day in seven, and wherever that 
Idea has been violated the first experience has been to return to 
the institution of the seventh day. 

During the war, you remembei% an effort was made to continue 
the making of munitions during a seven-day week, but it was 
si^pended entirely on the ground that the munitions were not 
produced so well as when there was a seventh day of rest. And 
perhaps^ a mor^ significant thing was the experience of the French 
Beyolution, when in the hatred of dogmatic institutions the Eevo- 
lution abohshed the Sabbath, and yet found it necessarv to have 
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a clay of rest upon the tenth day. And that had to be surrendered 
because it was found by experience that the tenth day of rest 
did not accompiisli the object accomplished by tlie seventh day 
of rest. 

I believe it is not only for human beings and the physical 
frame that this rest is necessary. It is a law that runs all 
through nature. Not only the animals require rest, but the very 
machines require rest, and if a machine is used incessantly without 

^'}ause it gets out of gear. I am told that that happens with 
even so rigid a metal as iron — ^that iron requires rest, and that 
unless you allow it to rest it gets out of order and disintegrates 
for the rest vSiich is its due. So we are face to face with a 
great law which shows that if w^ork is to be done there must be, 
rest. Best is good, and in the case of man the rest is to be in 
some such proportion as one day to seven. But there is something 
which applies to man which does not apply to material. Man 
is not a machine. The machinery of his body is but a small part 
of it. Man' is a creature who requires something more than the 
rest of the physical system if he is really to live. There is in 
man that spiritual element which is easily crushed and trodden 
down by the rudeness and pressure of the world ; and it is abso- 
lutely essential and vital to man. that this spiritual side of him 
should recover, and that the shattered personality — shattered 
perpetually by the strain and,^toil of life — should have a chance 
of peace, recovery, of reforming its proper shape, aspect and 
quality. And as the spiritual part of man is undoubtedly the 
real man, and as the mere physical side of man is only transitory, 
this consideration of tiie spiritual recovery is vital to him ; when- 
ever a man forgets he is a spiritual being, and neglects the cultiva- 
tion and preservation of his spiritual nature, he very rapidly 
declines. 

Therefore, the Sunday Observance we are discussing to-day is 
not only a law of nature. It is because man is a spiritual being 
that it is also necessary that he should have a day of rest and 
wo;’ship. Man needs it because he is a man. To get his spiritual 
faculties restored, to keep them at an efficient level, is part of 
his life and a most essential part of his life. If it fails, man' fails, 
and the human being degenerates. It is this essential need which 
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home. What is it? The effect upon the mind is that somehow 
the wheels of life Inve been stopped for the m'bment and we 
are allowed to look at things as they are. 

Employment is arrested. To some extent amusement is 
arrested, and we are in another atmosphere. That atmosphere 
of the English Sunday strikes some people as dull. But it does 
not strike us as dull. On the contrary, it is like new life to us. 
We feel when the Sunday comes round that the mere fact tha*« 
we have thrown off the week is a recovery of om’seives. The 
atmosphere of the day and the prevailing sentiment in the com- 
munity come to us as one of our best possessions. This day 
that is given to us — the impression of which is so familiar to 
us. I never can forget the feeling I had when I embarked on 
the boat to return from India, after three months in India. It 
really seemed like Heaven. I was on a P. and O. boat and the 
first day on the vessel was a Sunday. Being on that boat, with 
the silence and reverence that pervaded it, seemed an Introduction 
into another world; and though the service on a steamship is not 
always very inspiring and original — on that occasion the officiating 
person was the Captain, who did not seem to take much interest 
in it— yet I hardly ever went into a service which impresst-d me 
so much. Certain of the hymns and the reading of the prayers 
impressed me for the reason that I had been in a country where 
Sunday was not. The first point ®about Sunday is that it is for 
rest. That IS the original institution as it came down to us from 
Judaism. Therefore, what we want to secure in the use of it is 
that we shall not be called upon to do anytihng which disturbs 
the sense of rest. It is that rest which is the condition of religious 
life. Therefore, from the purely human point of view, whoever 
or whatever deprives us of our rest is an enemy of society — an 
unconscious enemy it may be, but an enemy whose faults shoiUd 
be brought home to him that he may repent. You have to-day 
a terrible violation of the great idea. Every centre of population 
pours out its people on the day of rest in char-a-bancs and other 
motors. They tear down the public roads, rush through the quiet 
villages, and disturb the peaceful prayers of raen and women in 
the countryside. They turn the country into the restlessness of 
the city. It is a. disturbance of our national life \vhich, if we 
were wise, we should try to prevent. In the life of Burne Jones, 
the painter, who in a true sense was a religions man— at any 
rate it was his great point that he should die in the faith, but, 
unhappily, he belonged to a type of Christianity which knows 
nothing of Sunday — ^there is an account of the ^vay he usually 
spent his Sunday. William ]\|^orris would arrive at breakfast anS 
Jjhe breakfast Vould be made an intellectual strain. Then he and 
Burns Jones would go into the studio. Then friends would com^^ 
in. Then there was talk — recreation as they thought it was. 
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Then Lady Burne Jones makes this curious remark — with the 
result that Ed\Vard on Monday morning wm generally more tired 
than on the- Sunday morning.’' The day of rest had gone. 
Although it was called recreation, pleasure and art, it was ruinous 
to the spiritual man. He lost rest. 

Tiwe is another use of the day which we may plead. It is 
tile opportunity for social intercourse. A great many people 
little opportunities during the week of meeting their fellows 
in any reasonable sense. That is very difficult to get, and it is 
the day of rest which gives people a chance of knowing their 
relatives. I Always think a family circle round the fire on 
Sunday is one of the great elements of life. That social life of 
the day should not be depreciated, because we are greatly starved 
if we cannot get into touch with our fellow creatures. It is in 
infercourse, in vital touch with others, that our life is really 
restored. 

But after all, the distinctive use of the day is for worship 
and for service to God and man. Service to God and man is, 
to my mind, by far the most important. Those people who 
seem to have no ability for worship and no call to the service 
of their fellow man do not value the day on that account, and 
their indifference to it is one of the dangers of our time. It 
seems as if a large proportion^of men in this country’' are unable 
to worship, unconscious of any cause for service 'to God and 
man, than ever before. Those numerous people who have no 
room and concern for either worship or service should, I think, 
be effectively compelled to observe the day, if not for thGm.selve8, 
yet for the uses which they do not appreciate in others. I think 
we have not as a rule appealed sufficiently to the public to realise 
what it is that is demanded. Would you find, for example, any 
reasonable person in this country who would be comfortable if 
he knew that throughout the length and breadth of the land there 
was no worship on that day? Putting it only externally, are there 
any people who would be pleased to know that all the churches 
and Heaven-pointing spires were pulled down, and that ajl the 
great places of historic memory, where worship has been held 
for centuries, were wiped out. Would that be acceptable to them? 
And it is a curious fact that in the vast neglect of public worship 
to-day you never find anyone who is not a little uneasy about 
his own neglect, who does not adopt unconsciously an apologetic 
tone in speaking about it. There is a Scotch story about goi^jjg 
to cbnrch. f^ne Scotsman asked another, Which church do 
you belong to? ” The reply was, Well, I cannot rightly say 
that I belong to any kirk, but .it. s the established kirk I keen 
aw’ay from.” And that is the attitude of the great majority of 
men and women in this country. They do not worship, but they 
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are quite conscious of the obligation. They know they are losing 
sotnething because they do not worship. The real j ustitication of 
the rest day is that it is a day for worship.'- Ihe other days are 
for work; this is for worship. The other days are to serve our 
^couiitry in other ways; but here is a day in which we serve our 
country by serving our God, and we bless men by being blessed 
in approach to God. That seems to me a justification of it. 

That leads me just to raise the question, which is very vital^^ljfr 
us at the present moment, namely, How are w^e to preserve tiiis 
day of rest ? And I would make it open as a question of discussion 
whether it would be possible, or will uitimat^^^^^^ possible, to 
keep the day of rest unless it is kept for worship ? Whether it is 
not at bottom that worship motive which makes the day what it 
is, and whether we are not, as people who believe in worship, 
and believe in the service of God, the only people wdio can keep 
this inestimable blessing, this heirloom of our race, for the genera- 
tions that come after. I doubt whether you can keep this day 
unless the great bulk of men recognise that it is a day of God, 
a day for worship. I was, not long ago, in New York on Sunday’ 
and it IS an appalling experience.^ It is a great Anglo-Saxon 
city in a sense; it has drawn its inspiration from Europe, and 
especially even from this country. But what a desolating thing 
■It IS. There the idea of worship sqems to have receded or shrunk 
Jo a rery small point, and the whole great city seems to hand 
itsell_ over to the expression of its passions and the practice of 
Its vices. The^ noise is_ worse than ever. . The tumult the 
pushing the crying make it an intolerable day; and that day which 
tliey still keep as a day of release from w’-ork is not a day of 
release from noise and toil; but becomes, if possible, worse than 

^ unless the 

sense of worship and the sense of God makes you attach to 
that day a significance, a sacred meaning, and recognise in it 

Q+ftr'f ° ^ ^*et the part which the 

Wf f w “ the preseTOtion of this day of rest is quite 
possibly tolerate the idea that the State 
shouid dictate to us how we should use the day of rest. It seems 
almost incredible that three centuries ago— four centuries it is 
now nearly-it was possible to enforce a law to fine every man 
who id not appear m his parisli church on Sunday. It^seems 
incredible that was done. The State can, expressing the geS 
conscience of the community, impose certain restriftions m the 
actions of citizens which cannot be imposed by agreement and 
if the pate acts according to the will of the whol^people it can 
prevent tradipg on Sunday. M can limit locomotion on s’unda^ 

amuseStn Vimdaf disturLg 
'but simX* on religious ground at alh 

but simply on the hygienic principle that for the life of a great 
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and busy community, a day of rest, a day of silence, a day of 
peace is an ab*solute necessity ; and tliougl? the State cannot in 
the least determine 1 k:)w we shall use the day in a religious sense, 
it can on a social gi’ound and in a hygienic sense secure the day 
as a possibility for all those who wish to use it well. Eut, after 
all, this day is not given to us by the State. It is given to us 
by the higher spiritual principle of our humanity. It is not 
^ured by law; it is secured by a gospel which is the gift to 
us not of regulations that man has made, but of regulations that 
God Himself’ has imprinted on our very nature in makiug us 
spiritual beingai. (Applause.) 

The Chairman : Ladies and Gentlemen, it is my pleasing 
duty to ask you to give a hearty vote of thanks by acclamation to 
our distinguished lecturer; who has voiced, to my mind, the 
broadest and highest principles on which Sunday Observance 
stands. I am sure we have ail enjoyed his remarks exceedingly, 
and, as we •listened to them, their weight must have impressed 
itself on our minds. I am glad to feel such perfect harmony with 
the speaker, and befoi'e asking you to give this hearty vote, I 
should like to say a word or two myself upon the subject. That 
the fcjabbath was made for man is a truth of which the simplicity 
of the language conceals the profundity of the thought. You can 
hardly limit the extent to which the Sabbath was made for man. 
And by the Sabbath we do no! mean the Jewish Sabbath, but we 
mean the Sabbath of creation — that in creation it was found neces- 
sary to have a distinct thought for man in making a Sabbath, an 
arbitrary elevation of the seventh daily period of his existence for 
a different purpose from that of the other six, and this is as old as 
Genesis. As the lecturer has so beautifully shown you, the law 
is well nigh universal. The law of systole and diastole, or of 
work and rest. He has shown, and has most fully supportecThy 
science, that metals themselves one and all require rest, and that 
the law of rest extends down to the mineral kingdom. Of course, 
it extends throughout the whole of the animal kingdom. He has 
also pointed out another subtle matter which has escaped until 
recently the attention of many of our leading hygienic reformers. 
They used to preach that change of work is rest. I had it 
forcibly brought before me at the Alexandra House by the side 
of our great hall. There I was told that when it was established 
the large gymnasium was added to it in order, by change of work, 
to give the girls who lived there rest from their clerkly labours 
during the remainder of the day — ^the theory being that a fresh 
set of nerve c*entres were employed in swinging over horizontal 
bars from what were required to v^pdte prdcis and do typewriting 
and shorthand. But there was a fallacy that lurked there, thalj 
showed that work and play are not correlative with work and rest 
—that play in itself is work of a sort, and that rest means rest 
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does not mean other sorts of work. There can be no doubt 
of tile truth that woi^ing a -fresh set of nerve centres is a great 
relief to those that are overworked, but it ii^ not* the same relief 
as a complete rest of all of them. Therefore, rest must ever 
rest. Now this rest is of a many-sided character. AU 
through each day we have continual little rests from our labour in 
our meal times and the pauses in our work. We have € rest 
every twelve hours in the alternation of day and night. Tho^^ 
who turn night intoday, and try and work the twenty-four hours^ 
do far less work than those who follow the law of systole and 
diastole appointed by day and night. Then there^s this weekly 
rest, which cannot be altered, though man in his superior wisdom 
to this eternal law has thought fit to try to do so. One day in 
ten doeb not seem enough. To do without it altogether is to 
commit slow suicide. For some inscrutable reason which, I 
think, we have not at all as yet fathomed, one day in seven seems 
to be the right amount of rest required by our being. .Then there 
the annual rest of holidays, and so on, which used to be so 
entirely ignored. The physician I succeeded boasted very much 
that he had not taken a holiday for thirty years. That would now 
be considered a matter for concealment rather than approbation. 
In the war, as Dr. Horton has pointed out, desperate efforts were 
made to do away with the essential principle of Sunday Observ- 
ance, by proving that men could w6rk advantageously seven days 
a week. It was found to be an absolute fallacy and an impossible 
plan to carry out. Most men could hardly have a greater change 
on Sunday than finding themselves inside a church, chapel or 
hall — or wherever they may be — ^to worship God; for 
there is not much room for that practice in the week. So that at 
any rate it involves a change. Then there can be no doubt that 
in the week they are almost entirely employed with mundane 
and affairs of time and sense. What, therefore, can be a 
greater change than to be occupied with spiritual matters on 
Sunday? I am purposely putting this, not on spiritual grounds, 
but on medical grounds; I am purposely putting it on grounds 
which the man in the street is able to appreciate without spiritual 
instinct or insight. There are higher grounds, but these may not 
for all : therefore, I put it on the lowest grounds. You may 
have a mind, you may be clothed with a body, but the spirit is 
Now, I think this law of change, of spiritual nourish- 
ment, is a law that can be based on physical and medical grounds. 
Bfit we, as the Victoria Institute, who believe in the divine 
authority of Scripture, can appeal at once, of course, to the direct 
authority of God for our meeting here this afternoon in support of 
Sunday Obsef^ance. And Gtfnstians, of course, value this day 
beyond expression in words, as giving them an opportunity for 
that communion with the Divine, and with things unseen, that is 
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tile very strength of their daily life. I now ask you to give by 
acclamation your support of the paper we have heard. 

The Eev. J. B. Coles : it is a very happyT)hing, as Dr. Schofield 
has just said, wheirwe see that we agree, and that this authority 
comes from God. I would ask you then, just for a moment or two, 
to think of the past, the present and the future of this question. 
It \^rs appointed by God for man. As to the present time we are 
pretty well agreed, I trust, from the very able arguments used by 
-4he lecturer; but now as to the' future. It is of great interest 
to us, that remarkable passage, which some have applied rightly 
but perhaps not interpreted as clearly. There remaineth therefore 
a rest, a Sabl}ath keeping, for the people of God. It is to be for 
the people hereafter on this earth. In the future. The Hebrew 
prophets, Isaiah and Ezekiel, show very explicitly that there will 
be this keeping of this Sabbath, in connection, of course, with 
Israel’s return to the land and the righteous law which shall go 
forth throughout the world. So that in the past we have the 
covenant, the patriarchal enjoyment, and here we should perhaps 
be wise in disentangling the argument about Sunday from its more 
Jewish or Mosaic aspect. It was before the law, just as the Lord 
himself said, it was not of Moses but of the fathers, the 
patriarchs. So-, of course, the institution of, Sunday'was. In the 
case of the covenant of Noah, it is well to remember that one of 
our most important enactments, which is not derived from the 
Mosaic law, is capital punishment — Whoso sheddeth man's 
blood, by man shall his blood be shed. That goes back to the 
covenant of Noah. Are not the people, quite apart from what 
their religious feeling may be nowadays — are not they indebted to 
God for TEis mercy at the time of which we are reminded by the 
rainbow? The seasons as they come and go, is it not in God's 
long-suffering goodness that this Noachian covenant persists to 
this day? It affects, therefore, all the people, whether they are 
Christians or not. I venture to think it takes a wider view of the 
matter. If we take past, present and future we see that Scrip- 
ture in every way upholds the wise and very alert and careful 
arguments of our able lecturer. 

Lt.-Ool. Biddulph, D.S.O. : Mr. Chairman, Ladies and Gentle- 
men, there are just one or two little remarks which I wish to 
make — for I heartily endorse all that Dr. Horton has said this 
afternoon — and to take two or three little every-day axioms which 
may bring it home to the man in the street, so to speak. Take 
the first, the human element; people training for any great 
event in athletics, and so on, if they don't rest from time to time 
they get whal is called stale." That is, the whole system needs 
readjustment. Secondly, here an example from the animal 
kingdom. We know that when the omnibuses were horsed, ,^s 
they were a few years ago, the omnibus companies were very par- 
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ticular to give every liorse in their service one ‘clay ’s rest in seven. 
We may be quite sure thas was not done from a sentimental 
regard lor Sunday, but because the companies fouiSd they could 
get the best value out of the horses that way.. So many horses 
rested eveiy day ; they were distributed through the whole service ; 
they got one day in seven. Then, as mentioned by Dr. Schofield 
and Dr. Horton, there is a danger of our thinking that change only 
is required; but if we do that we shall soon get to an absolute 
neglect of the Sabbath as a rest. We remember, too, that in th^ 
old days, when the Sabbath was strictly enjoined on the Israelites, 
tiiey used to find the manna every day when they went out. 
There was none on the seventh day, but they were told — and this 
was to reward them for their obedience to what was God's 
command — that they should get a double quantity on the sixth 
day; and that was found to be the case. -So there was no loss. 
Many people tell you, We cannot afford to give it up; we must 
work' on Sunday." We have an idea of looking on many of the 
laws of God as being arbitrary, just like things which arc merely 
given in order to hedge us in and annoy us. That is a mistaken 
opinion. If we understood the laws we should find they were 
given us for our good. When we tell the child not to go near 
the fire, it is not to spoil his amusement, but to prevent him from 
tumbling in o.nd burning himself. I have noticed, since I was a 
young man, a great decadence in England on the observance of 
Sunday, I remember when I joined^ the service, thirty-six years 
ago, it was considered bad form in an officer's mess to play cards 
on Sunday. We did not use the billiard room either. We did not 
play lawn tennis, or enter into any sports or games on Sunday. 
There w^as really no conscientious feeling against it on the part of 
the majority of officers in those days, but it was not considered 
good form to do those things on Sunday. There has been a change 
in the feeling about it. Prance and the Continent generally, which 
are always looked upon by us as rather leading us in this direction, 
seem now to be coming round the other way. I read in the 
** Morning Post," I think three days agO' — I have the cutting here 
— that there was the annual meeting in Paris of the Cardinals and 
Archbishops of Prance, and amongst other things the Assembly 
protested against the degeneracy of public morality caused by the 
theatres, cinemas and dancing, and insisted that Catholics should 
do all in their power to ensure the keeping of Sunday as a day of 
rest. 

Mr. Sidney Collett: In the limited time one has to be very 
bri^f, but in considering the subject we have to bear in mind 
the three aspects of the Day of God. There is thS Sabbath of 
Creation, there is the Sabbath under the Law, and there is the 
Sabbath under "grace. With regard to the Sabbath of Creation, 
it has its divine side and its human side. T believe the dWine 
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side is first of ail in that it contains God's demand upon man. 
God made man. God is man's Creato|;,» and He claims one- 
seveiitii of our time whether we are Christians or not. I let a 
house and say to the man, “ You may live in the house, but 
must pay a rent and God demands one-seventh of man's time. 
Then it also deals with God's desire — God's desire is that man 
sho'ciid be like God. God rests one day, and He desires man to 
rest one day in seven; and I believe in that measure in which we 
Recognise that, we too shall grow like God. But then there is the 
human side of Creation in that it meets man's spiritual need first : 

God knew ^ how busy man would be, how seldom from this 
world set free; and so He gave one day in seven, that man might 
think of God and heaven. " Then it meets man’s temporal need of 
rest; we have heard a great deal about that; I need not enlarge 
on it. We come to the Sabbath under Law. Many people make 
the mistake of thinking that the Sabbath was introduced at Sinai; 
it was not^ It was re-enacted there, in beautiful keeping with the 
dispensation teaching of the Word of God. If we had time I 
would suggest that you should study the composition of the Ten 
Commandments; and you would find how wonderfully it is 
arranged. The Fourth Commandment, dealing with the Sabbath 
Day, is not numerically the centre, but doctrinally it is the centre. 
You will find this wonderful fact about the Ten Commandments ; 
the first three are ail relatingk to God, and three is God's number. 
The last six are all in relation to man ; six is the number of man ; 
that is why Anti-Christ’s number is 666. The Sabbath Command- 
ment in the centre looks both ways; God claims it from man; 
man needs it for himself and his fellow creatures as well. It is 
a most wonderful system of arrangement, and that it is not merely 
Jewish is clearly shown by the fact that the Sixth Commandment 
begins with the word ** Eemember.’' Why call it a Jewish com- 
mand? Why pick out one of ten? What about the others, are 
they Jewish? What about, Thou shalt not kill, Thou shalt not 
bear false witness? You don’t call them Jewish. It is a re-enact- 
ment of an original law applied in the Word of God in perfect 
keeping with the dispensational teaching of tl\at Word. We come 
to the Sabbath under grace. There is no doubt the day was 
altered in New Testament times ; but it was only going back to 
the original law of grace. Adam was made on the sixth day, and 
the first morning he woke up was the day of rest. The first day 
he lived was the rest day, and in the New Testament idea of the 
Sabbath as being the first day, we go back to the original. There 
are four sides enclosing this consideration: In the first place it 
seems clear that the Apostles did rest and recognise the First Day ; 
secondly, they would never have titought of it therrrselves ; thirdly, 
they would never have dared to* make such an alteration. There- 
fore, it must have been introduced by our Lord Himself — no one 
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of those Apostles would have dared to take one of the Ten Com- 
mandments and alter God further marked out the day by 
raising Jesus Christ, and further still by sending the Holy Spirit 
on the early Church on that day ; and our Lord, "after His resurrec- 
tion, met His disciples again and again on that same day. 

Mr. W. Hoste : I am so glad that the opener of the discussion 
based his general arguments on the very strong basis of experience 
— experience of what is necessary and essential. Now that is^ 
true, but I believe it is weak to base the argument to-day on direct*^ 
Scriptural teaching — which I fear is not really valid because it 
is not applicable directly to us. I cannot agree with some previous 
speakers who based their argument on the assertion that the 
Sabbath dates from Creation; I believe it is a misreading of the 
Genesis passage. It is nowhere said there that God commanded 
Adam to keep the Sabbath ; it merely states that God sanctified it 
for Himself, and He rested on that day. Mark you, those words 
occur in the text. I am one of those who firmly believe in the 
inspiration and absolute historical truth of the first cfiapters of 
Genesis, and I am thankful to affirm it — ^but ithose words do not 
occur as part of God’s exhortation to Adam. He told him to do 
some things, but He did not tell him to keep the Sabbath ; and 
vrere it otherwise it would be very strange that there is not a 
single occurrence from Creation to Sinai of any patriarch resting 
on the Sabbath Day. Surely we should have had some instances 
of this. 

Mr. Sidney Collett: What labout -the manna, Mr. Hoste? 
That was before Sinai. 

Mr. Hoste : That was given on the eve of Sinai. So I do not 
think it is right to go back to Genesis. In Exodus, Jehovah 
says, “ Speak thou also unto the children of Israel, saying, 
Verily My Sabbaths ye shall keep ; for it is a sign between Me and 
you throughout your generations ; that ye may know that I am 
the Lord that doth sanctify you and again in Ezekiel He 
reminds His people, ‘‘ Moreover also I gave them my Sabbaths 
to be a sign between Me and them, that they might know that I 
am the^Lord that sanctified them.” So that the Sabbath, to my 
mind, was clearly given as a sign; just as the rainbow was given 
for the Noachian Covenant, and circumcision for the Abrahamic 
Covenant, so the Sabbath was given for the Sinaitic Covenant. 
But now, how about the non-observance of the Lord’s Day? I 
think it is a straw that shows where a man is. A man who can 
neglect God all through the seven days is a man going, I am 
afraid, in the wrong direction; and a man needs to. repent, and 
to know that if he does not recognise God he will not be recog- 
nised by God. • (Hear, hear.) fTust in closing, what is this day? 
I"^o not think there is any thought of it having been changed from 
the Sabbath, a sort of modified Sabbath. People who talk like 
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that make the Sabbath what they like. I never heard one of 
these friends say, “ I won’t take milk ii?; I won’t light a. fire,’ ’ 
I think it is a wrong application. In the early days the Sabbath 
and the first day of the week, I believe, went on together. A 
great deal more liglit was given, and the Christians were shown 
ti'juijt they were not on Jewish ground at all. With reference to 
w’-hat Mr. Collett said about the Sabbath, I would point this out. 
-•All the other Commandments are reiterated m the New Testament 
— in the Epistles — and the only one which is not reiterated is the 
fourth; and the only occasion in which it is mentioned, besides 
the spiritual^one in Hebrews, is in the second of Colossians, where 
v/e are warned specially against it. ‘‘ Don’t put yourself under 
the Sabbath law ” is the principal for all Christians. If it is 
not the Jews’ day, as the Sabbath w'^as, is it my day? No, even 
less. It is the Lord’s Day, the day set apart by the resurrection 
•of Christ, in which I may specially turn my mind to Him wdiose 
day it is^ and that is the only principle I know for the Lord’s 
people. It is not a legal principle, but is a great privilege for 
them to recognise that it is the Lord’s Day. 

Mr. Theodore Eoberfcs : Df. Schofield, Ladies and Gentlemen, 
1 do not find myself altogether in agreement with many of the 
speakers. I cannot myself see that there is any command to man- 
kind generally to observe i^e Sabbath Day, and I think that in 
■seeking to make it out people have strained the text of Scripture. 
I think we must agree with wdiat Mr. Hoste has brought before 
us, that it was distinctly a Jewish ordinance. But, then, I would 
put it in this way, the Jews were taken up by God as His special 
people, to be the recipients of a most wonderful communication 
of His mind, and thus what He said to them may be very w^eli 
taken as a model for mankind generally; not in the letter of it,, 
but in the spirit of it; and if He found in His wisdom that His 
particular people required one day in seven for rest, we may be 
quite sure that mankind everywhere requires one day in seven. 
Might I recall an incident of a friend of mine, a banker, who was 
travelling by train, when some sportsmen got into the carriage and 
filled it up. They were young men of wealth who were Spending 
the whole of their time in going from one race meeting or athletic 
meeting to another; and, talking of their engagements that were 
crowding on them in the week to come, one of them said to the 
other, What a mercy that Sunday does come once in the week.” 
They were making a business of pleasure and were glad to have 
one day’s r^st from the business of their pleasure, (Hear, h%ar.) 
The change from Saturday to Sunday, brought about as it was by 
'Christian practice, and nothing «lse, is one of the most convincing 
proofs of th^ historical fact of the resurrection of Christ that>^an 
be found. For if He did not rise on the first day of the week, 
how came it that a Christian community should take that day 
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instead of the day to which they had been accustomed up till 
that rncmeDt ? Very offen a Christian does more work on the first 
day of the week than on aiijr other day. I agree with what has 
been said here to-day, that change of occupation is the very 
greatest form of recreation ; and to change from our earthly and 
mundane concerns, whatever they may be, to an occupation idiat 
is spiritual — even if it is taxing and hard — is such a change that I 
believe it revives the whole man. I would only say, in conclusion,^ 
that I think it is ver}’- important for all of us who seek to commend 
the Gospel that we believe, that we should never allow men to think 
we are in any way contributing to the work that is^done on the 
first day of the week — that we recognise for men around us that 
God’s ordinance for Israel, w’-hile not of binding effect, yet has 
that effect of example and experience that we do well to show 
men that we think it should be observed by them. Therefore I 
am thoroughly at one with all that has been said to-day as to our 
duty, each in our measure and sphere, to see that this one day in 
seven — not the Sabbath, but the first day of the week — is observed 
by the whole nation, so far as we are able. 

The Chairman: With regard to what Mr. Eoberts has just said 
about the clergy and ministers, it may not be generally known 
that they are, the wise ones among them, not all, the most 
scrupulous observers of one day’s rest in seven; but owing to their 
work it does not happen to be Sunday. It is another day which I 
will not name, lest you should call upon them on that day. Those 
that are not wise are continually in my hands. 

Dr. Withers Green: For the sake of discussion I w^ouid like 
to say that I think the Sunday is a day for work. My view of 
worship is that it is very hard work, rnuch harder than an ordinary 
.day’s business work. The priests of old had double work to do 
on the Sabbath, not only to kill one lamb morning and evening, 
but two lambs. They were made to do more work. I suppose the 
worship was to be more intense, and ail the worshippers in all 
Israel were to do a thorough day’s hard w’-ork in worship, in 
harmony with those two lambs. There are some kinds of work we 
must not do on Sunday, it is quite plain, just as there are some 
we must do. W^e must not do servile work. We are to do all the 
work that is necessary for what man must eat. That includes a 
great deal, as the ladies know. But our Lord Himself was careful 
to work on Sunday. We have it figured plainly, the withered 
arm and other instances point to working on Sunday. My view 
of Sunday tmvelling is this ; it is not to be done for selfishness or 
material gain, but for the Lord’s work. The best way to better 
one’s fellow^ men is to preach jfche Gospel to them. ' On those 
giiiounds I ride on Sunday. When I was younger I remember 
walking eight miles from the City to Wimbledon to preach the 
Gospel in the evening. I got to Wimbledon rather fagged. The 
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good lady of the house took care to refresii^me, but I do not think 
1 did the work so well. When we have to do the Lord’s work we 
ought to travel and keep ourselves in the best condition, so that 
when we preach we may preach well and not in a lazy or tired 
way. To mo the great day of rest is a day for honouring God. 
We^are priests and priestesses unto God. 1 love the quiet of the 
Sunday morning, when there is no noise, but I enjoy the Sunday 
"lor tile sake of the work. (Applause.) 

Captain Higgens : We must remember this, in the New Testa- 
ment, St. Paul certainly laid it down that you are not to judge 
a man concerning his keeping of the Sabbath day. I think I can 
discuss this impartially because my theory and practice are quite 
different. In the first place, so far as theory is concerned, it 
seems to me, looking at the New Testament, that if a man will 
worship God in the early part of the day, it is perfectly right that 
he should ^amuse himself in a reasonable way the latter part of the 
day. I do not agree with the last speaker about travelling on 
Sunday — 1 mean as far as practical work is concerned — because 
you are keeping someone else, the ’bus conductor, from his day 
of rest. I never do it. But servile wwls, he said, you should not 
carry out. In the Anglo-Saxon laws of Ida, if a man made his 
slave work on Sunday the slave could claim his freedom. So, 
apparently, the Church objeoied to servile work ; and I think very 
rightly. But I quite agree that the way in w’hich nowadays Sun- 
day is entirely neglected is really a very serious thing for the 
country. I know years ago I was churchwarden of a church for 
many years, and we used to have it crowded with young people. 
Now tlie church is practically empty. Cycling came along, and 
they went out cycling. On theory it seems perfectly right, if the 
people went to church the first part of the day, and then went out 
to amuse themselves, you could not raise an objection. During 
the war I had a military job, and had to work on Sundays; but 
was very fortunate in being near two churches. One had' service 
at 6 in the morning, the other at 7 ; I could go to church and then 
go to work. But to go out, as people have got into the habit of 
doing, without going to worship, is a most serious thing" One 
practical thing. I am an officer of a local authority in London 
now. If you people could get your local representatives to see 
that the workmen are not made to work on Sunday, you would 
be doing a very good thing. In some places they send out far ^too 
many men, and spoil their Sunday entirely. 

Mr A. Oke: I have been listening to what has been said 
about the Ten Commandments. That one about the Sabbath. It 
seems to me that no State can b5 carried on without the observ- 
ance of all those Commandments, and knowing that they were 
promulgated at Mount Sinai, one cannot help feeling that they 
were part of the moral law from the creation. We mav not have 
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them laid down in exQ^ess words in Genesis, but th^re is that one 
word “ jdeniember. ' ' Dr. Horton has spoKeii about the negative 
influence of Government* It seems to me that what we want is a 
modification oi the law. We want to restrain the enormous 
number of railways and steam-boats and facilities on Sunday, 
isow that the working people have so much more leisure ir?^ the 
week there is no need to make Sunday the great day for excur- 
sions. Let the cheap trains be on the week-days, and don’t pi?t 
the temptation to poor people, and well-to-do people, too, to take 
the opportunity of going down to the seaside on Sunday because 
it is the only day that is at a reasonable rate. One*^ does feel that 
resiraint could be put on the public amusement. There was an 
attempt to open museums on Sunday. Was it for the sake of 
museums ? Was it not rather to open wide the door so that we 
should have a Continental Sunday? One was pleased, visiting 
EVance just before the war, that there were distinct signs of a 
return to a more peaceful Sunday. Let us within 'our power 
influence Members of Parliament, and Members of District 
Councils in different places, to see that there shall be a limitation 
put to these facilities for keeping the Sunday in a way that is 
really, as had been shown by the speakers to-day, harmful rather 
than restful for all. 

Lt.-Col. Molony : In 1885 a railway was being made from 
Suakim towards Berber. As it was war time, they decided to 
work on Sunday. The first Sunday they laid one mile, but it was 
very badly laid; it was called the Sunday mile, it was so jolty. 
It gave rise to a good deal of discussion, and the general opinion 
was that it does not pay to work on Sunday. That was the 
general opinion in South Africa. Most officers, as the war went 
on, steadily reduced Sunday work. Not only on our side, but 
on the Boers' side. Joubertdid his best to keep Sunday. It was 
the same thing in the Great War. It was generally ordered that 
although groups of offlces must keep open to deal with anything 
urgent, as many people as possible should be given a rest ; and 
towards the end of that war it was laid down that the Pay Offices 
should lie shut entirely. The Scotch feel that there is some diffi- 
culty in getting one's mind into the correct attitude for worship, 
and the best thing is on Sunday morning, not to allow the mind to 
dwell on the weekly things which are likely to fill your thoughts 
and prevent you doing justice to worship. I have been asked 
to^move a vote of thanks to our Chairman, Dr. Schofield. I am 
sorry to say that he says he will not be able to coiDe amongst us 
so much in the future as he has done in the past, as he is going 
to live in the Me of Wight. We are all very sorry for this. Dr. 
■Schofield's knowledge of the work of this Institute has, T believe, 
always kept us straight. He has done much to further the work, 
and his savoir faire has been most useful. 
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Dr. Horton : ii the Ohairman calls on me to say a word or two, 
it would be simply to express the great interest that tiiis discussion 
has given to me. H am very well rewarded for coming. If you 
usually have discussions of this sort I should like to be a member 
of the Institute, but I doubt if you keep up to this level. Of the 
m^y things that have been said, there was one 1 wanted, as it 
were, to correct. Two speakers spoke of the work of the Minister 
^or Clergyman on Sunday being work, and being a necessary 
violation of the great principle of rest. In fact, our friend on the 
right seemed to glory in the fact that Sunday was a day of work. 
Now my experience is I'ather opposed to that. It is true that I 
have to take service on Sunday, and that sometimes I have a sense 
of physical exhaustion at the close of the day. But all through 
my long work to this very day, Sunday has always seemed to me 
a day of very great rest ; and it stands out in my memory as week 
by week a new experience of the mysterious law that where you 
lose yourself in God, and His works, there is a rest unspeakable; 
and I think it is one of the great blessings of being a Minister 
of the Gospel that you are not only allowed, but you are equipped 
to lose yourself in Him, that your preaching and teaching are of 
no value unless you have gone and He is there, and it is in that 
sense that I feel, and have experienced, all through this curious 
reality of the day of rest ip. what appears to be a day of work. 
You, Mr. Ohairman, say that if we do not take a day in the week 
we shall come into jmur hands, and that you have to deal with 
those unwise preachers of the Gospel who neglect this la.w. Well, 
for more than thirty years I never took a day in the week. I took 
the six days of work and the Sunday for rest — resting consisting 
of perpetual preaching and teaching, but none the less perfect 
rest; and when I began after about thirty years to take Monday 
as my day of rest and recreatiGn, I did it from the advice of 
people of the medical profession ; but it is a perfect nuisance to 
this day; and I feel with an old man that I was talking to last 
night. He has been fifty years in one place as minister. He 
said to, me last night that he always felt when Sunday was over a 
miserable regret it was gone, and he began to long for "the next 
Sunday; and that Sunday of his — in one place, remember, for 
fifty years — has meant for him health and strength, and he shows 
no sign to-day of any decline ; because he has rested his soul in the 
Lord by preaching His Gospel, and by winning people to Him- 
self. Therefore, I just take a little exception to what has been 
said. The^ Minister of the Gospel of Christ, if he is true tD his 
function, will find that God quite knows that he has to work from 
one point of view on the day rest ; but Go(J also takes good 
care that the work done for Him shall he rest to his soul andjo 
his body. 
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SEVEN DECISIVE AND SUGGESTIVE SCENES IN THE 
HISTORY OF THE SECULAR CONTEST BETWEEN 
CONSCIENCE AND POWER. 

By Theodore Roberts Esq. 


crvpGidbs dya^by ipiKei 7rappr}<Tcd^ecr0at ” 
A good conscience likes to speak 


^ X remember reading in Lord Morley s Life of Gladstone how 
Wiat great man expressed his concurrence with the historian 
Grote_ s view that there were only two supremely interesting sub- 
jects in the world, viz., theology and politics, with which opinion 
I beg leave humbly to express my entire concurrence. 

A.S the subject which I have chosen is one which lies midway 
between theology and_ politics, it will be my own fault if I 
ail io make it interesting. I must, however, bear in mind the 
caution contained in our rules that this platform is not to be 
T purpose of forwaijling any sectarian or political 
Ws- I hope,_therefore, that no one will be able from a perusal 
“y .Pf.P®^ to identify me with any less inclusive title than that 
of Christian, which is inde,ed, all I ever wish to be known by 
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I cannot deny that some haunting reminiscence of reading 
Creasy’s Fifteen Decisive Battles of the ]^orld in my youth has 
led me to propose to treat the history of consciences in its contest 
with power in an analogous way. I have sometimes occupied 
my idle moments in speculating what might have been the conse- 
quence of Napoleon winning the Battle of Waterloo, and I could 
see'Tio reason why he should not have firmly re-established the 
^ower of France as the first military nation and bequeathed that 
power to his generals as Alexander the Great did before him. So 
that if our great countryman had not conquered him at Waterloo, 
we might ne^er have had the late war, but be still living in the 
same fear of French aggression as possessed our forefathers even 
long after the death of the great Napoleon, as witness Tennyson’s 
" Third of February, 1852,” and “ Riflemen, Form! 

That which makes Greasy’s Decisive Battles more interesting 
than battles of crows and kites is the fact that those engaged in 
them were* beings endowed with reason and initiative and capable 
of appreciating things moral. 

But, which ever way these military contests went, the result 
must be to a large extent at least materialistic, and I must, 
therefore, make the most of the superior interest of things moral 
over things material in order to make up for my own deficiencies 
in investing the subject I taking with. the supreme interest 
that it deserves. ^ 

It may be fairly objected that to place so much emphasis on 
particular incidents is not portraying history faithfully — that we 
have learned in modern times to look for the gradual evolution 
of great movements and principles which are not to be turned back 
by one event. No doubt there is much truth in this. A great 
movement is like a mighty river gradually gaining force, and with 
force both depth and width, and is not to be dammed up by any 
barrages. Nevertheless, such a river can at a given poini} by the 
exercise of a little ingenuity be diverted, so as to take quite a 
different course to that which it otherwise would. 

I think it is often the same with the course of religious and 
political movements, and nothing interests me so profoundly as 
to recognize the personal effect of some great man on a crisis in 
human history. Nay, more, believing as I do not only in a 
general overruling Providence, but that God raises up and sustains 
men of spiritual power to stand for that part of the Christfan 
revelation which He sees is needful to be emphasized at a par- 
ticular time, 'I recognize that there are crises in spiritual move- 
ments where the action of God’s special witnesses has decisive 
consequences in directing the flow* of such m.overnents into regions 
where they may, under God’s good hand, become a source ^ 
fertility to after generations. 
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So far as I understand it, conscience, quite as much as reason, 
differentiates man fr<Sm the rest of the creatures on this planet. 
But conscience is superior to reason in that 'reason is not neces- 
sarily amenable to moral considerations, as witness the great 
minds of Julius Caesar and Napoleon, men wholly immoral, using 
that word in the widest and truest sense. Conscience is spoken 
of by St. Paul in his great treatise entitled The Epistle to the 
Eomans ’ * as that which within man bears witness to him of gocd 
and evil and leads to self-accusation or self-excuse (Chap. ii. 15), 
but it does not appear in the early ages of the history of mankind 
to have had any place given it by the philosophers.^ 

Even the famous incident of the unjust condemnation and 
death of Socrates, the most attractive of all the ancient philoso- 
phers, is very far from being a question of conscience. All that 
Mr. Benn in his recent work on the Greek Philosophers (p. 137) 
can say is: — Here, in this one cause, the real central issue 
between two abstract principles, the principle of authority and the 
principle of reason, was cleared from all adventitious circum- 
stances, and disputed on its own intrinsic merits with the usual 
weapons of argument on the one side and brute force on the 
other/’ 

Conscience necessarily brings in the thought of responsibility 
to God, and, therefore, it has bee» well said that while man’s 
reason may be infidel, his conscience never is. By conscience, 
accordingly, I understand that intuition or voice within us which 
judges our actions and thoughts (and by inference the actions and 
words of others) as morally good or morally bad. As Wordsworth 
puts it — 

Conscience reverenced and obeyed, 

As God’s most intimate presence in the soul.” 

For conscience, therefore, to come into opposition to power 
it is plain that that power must be itself morally bad and opposed 
to God. I use the word power ” rather than ‘‘ authority,” 
because, strictly speaking, the only true authority is that of God, 
and consequently cannot come into opposition with conscience. I 
do not limit power to what is physical, but include in the teim the 
force of established customs and public opinion. 

We may say that so long as God’s ancient people Israel were 
maintained in any kind of outward relationship to Him, conscience 
and power could not, strictly speaking, come into contest at all, and 
th?*s was definitely taught by the Jewish law, for the man who kept 
it was to prosper in everything. 

The contrast; between that dispensation and the Christian dis- 
r-^nsation is summed up by the great Bacon in his’ sentence that 

Prosperity is the blessing of the Old Testament; adversity is the 
blessing of the New, which darrieth the greater benediction.” 
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It may, therefore, seem at first sight a little strange that I 
can take, as the first of my seven scenes, in which conscience and 
power are opposed, an incident which is recorded in the Book of 
Daniel; but we must remember that this occurred after the Jewish 
peo|!f^e had, according to the prophet Jeremiah, been rejected on 
account of their sins by the Divine Governor of the world in 
favour of the great Gentile monarch Nebuchadnezzar. 

I make no apology for treating the Book of Daniel as authentic 
history, in spiie of the so-called Higher Critics. I am glad to be 
able to refer to two papers lately read from this desk by men 
specially competent to deal with the subject and endorsed in this 
room by other true experts. These papers have shown us, first,, 
that there is nothing in the language of the Book inconsistent 
with its having been actually written by Daniel, and, secondly, 
that its references to contemporary history are borne out by the 
most recent archaeological research. 

I might perhaps be allowed to refer to Dr. Pusey’s point that the 
order ‘‘ Medes and Persians,"’ in which these two great amal- 
gamated nations are mentioned in Daniel vi. 8, 12, 15 and viii. 20, 
in contrast with the order “ Persians and Medes ” in the later 
written Book of Esther (Chapter i. 3, 18, 19), proves that Daniel 
must have been composed while the amalgamation ’was yet recent 
and the Persians’ power had not become plainly predominant. It 
is inconceivable if the writer lived after the downfall of that empire, 
as the higher critics allege, he could have put the two names in an 
order which had passed out of use in the early days of the monarchy 
and made most of the people which had long ago lost its separate 
entity in the Persian nation. 

The I'elation of miracles in the Book cannot form a difficulty 
for those who believe in the bodily resurrection of our Lord Jesus 
Christ, and we have His testimony to the fact that Daniel was 
the writer of the Book. 

The incident I bring before you concerns those three Hebrew 
youths who refused to bow befoi'e the image erected .by 
Nebuchadnezzar in the Plain of Dura, and if we consider their 
situation, I think we shall see that there is not to be found in 
all history a finer example of siffiering for conscience sake. 

Although pf the seed royal of Judah, they had, in accordance 
with Isaiah’s prophecy to their forefather Hezekiah, been made 
eunuchs in the court of the king;>of Babylon, wli^ose power over 
them was absolute. They had witnessed the subjugation of theife 
Native country, and their own enslavement had been sealed in a 







126 




THEOBOBE EGBERTS, ESQ., OX 


peculiarly barbarous manner. This did not prevent their refusal 
under Daniel’s ieader^^ip of participation in the king’s meat and 
wine, no doubt in obedience to Moses, whose law was still valid 
for them. They may have found it comparatively easy to follow 
Daniel in his protest, but in the present scene they had to stand 
on their own faith and with a horrible death in view as the penalty 
for obeying conscience. 


Might I remark in passing that, if this Book had a merely 
human origin such as the critics contend, we should certainly 
have had some explanation given of the absence on this crucial 
occasion of Daniel, who is by the critics posed as ihe great hero 
of the Book, 


There is something noble and attractive in standing for a great 
leader or for the worship of some venerated religious object, but 
it is much more difficult to be enthusiastic over a negation, and 
it cannot be too clearly pointed out that the witness of ihese three 
youths was entirely negative. 


The image which they refused to worship was no doubt 
suggested by the dream which Daniel had recently first told and 
then interpreted to Nebuchadnezzar, and the king whose command 
they dared to disobey was not only the greatest monarch in the 
world, but the one about whom their own nation’s prophet 
Jeremiah had said that all nations must submit to him (Chapter 
xxvii. 6-8). The Protestant Princes might refuse to bow to the 
Eoman consecrated Host in later times at the Diet in Germany, 
but they had a large body of public opinion behind them, whereas 
these three youths stood absolutely alone. 




Nebuchadnezzar appears to have felt some special interest in 
his former page-boys,^ for he took the trouble to offer them a 
second chance of obeying his command. But they tell the great 
king, in whose hands their lives appeared to be, that they are not 
careful to answer him, at once anticipating our Lord’s direction in 
after days to His disciples. After affirming that their God could 
deliver^ them they add: But if not, be it known unto thee, 0 
Eng, that we will not serve thy gods, nor worship the golden 
image which thou hast set up.” 




I know nothing finer in all history than this answer, which 
heralded the entrance of a new moral force into this world, 
before which the mightiest monarchies were to crumble in the 
■du^. 


The same conscientious scruple led thousands of Christian 
martyrs to refiBe to throw a Ifttle incense on the altar burning 
'tl^ore the statue of the Eoman Emperor of the day, although they 
knew it meant death to refuse. 


»S;I 
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The latter part of the Book of Isaiah’s prophecy contains 
the account of two separate controversies of Jehovah with Israel, 
one in respect of their idolatry (Chapters xL to xlviii.), and the 
other in respect of their treatment of His Servant (Chapters xlix. 
to Ivii). The faith of these three Hebrew youths appears to have 
purged the nation from idolatry, but it is not without significance 
thaikthe men, who escaped from the Babylonish captivity and 
refused all the blandishments of Antiochus the Great and endured 
kis persecutions, in their zeal for the exclusive worship of 
Jehovah, had as their lineal descendants the Pharisees who 
crucified our Lord. So surely does true religion turn to hypocrisy 
when left in hilunan hands. 


In the next Scene I bring before you the wutnesses for con- 
science stand on more difficult ground, Peter and the Apostles 
had been brought up to regard the great Council of the nation 
with its PI%h Priest and doctors of the law as entitled to unques- 
tioning obedience, for they sat in Moses’ seat. Yet the apostles 
stand up before that Council, their very speech betraying that they 
were ignorant peasants, and give utterance to that magnificent 
asseveration of freedom of conscience, ** We ought to obey God 
rather than men.” They were not setting up any right of inde- 
pendent action, for they say, We ought to obey,” and then they 
add ” God rather than men,” in order to meet the claims of that 
venerable religion which they had ever been taught to reverence, 
but which, by its rejection of their Master, had lost all claim to 
* divine authority over them. 

We have here the conscience of man in obedience to faith in the 
new Bevel atioTi disowning the claim of a religious system 
originally established by God. 

There is no more convincing proof of the Eesurrection of our 
. Lord than that these men who had fled like timid hares a few 
weeks before, when Pie was arrested, could now brave the Council 
who had done Plim to death and charge them with His murder. 

’ Nothing but the fact that they had actually seen Him alive again 
and thus triumphant over His enemies could have nerved them 
thus to bear witness to Him. 

Here we trace the beginning of that loyalty to Christ 
which was to fill the annals of the world with innumer- 
able examples of a. nobility of spirit in slaves and other 
depressed classes that incomparably transcend all the much 
vaunted heroic virtue and public spirit of Greece and Borne. 
Compare, for example, with Stephen praying for those who were 
in the act of stoning him to deat^ ; Bratus, generally acclaimed 
as the most patriotic and commonly called the last of the Bomant!*' 
[ imprecating punishment on his enemies, when about to commit 



^Ve now pass from the sure ground of holy writ tp the equally 
interesting history of the Christian church in later ages. In our 
next decisive S<iene we find Christianity so established in the world 
'^at pa.rtieipation in its rites is regarded as a privilege by the 
greatest of monarohs. 
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suicide m despair of his country; or Socrates, the best of non- 
Christian teacliers, ref^using to escape by bribery from his death 
sentence, with the slave Blandina in a.d. 177, enduring prolonged 
and terrible tortures until death released her, and amidst her 
greatest agonies merely protecting, '' I am a Christian and no 
wickedness is done among us.’* 

gr' 

III. 


\Ve now withdraw within the Christian circle and find oup' 
third decisive Scene in the well-known controversy between Paul 
and Peter at Antioch, related by the foimer in his Epistle to the 
Galatians, the most characteristic of all his writings. The great 
Apostle of the Gentiles, like Athanasius in a later day, found him- 
self alone against the rest. The coming of the strict Jews from 
James at Jerusalem had led Peter to forsake those very Gentiles 
whom he had opened the door of salvation at Caesarea and to 
set up a narrower circle than true Christion fellowship), and Paul 
sciTowfully records that even the faithful Barnabas 'Was s'wept 
away by the rising tide of Jewish exclusivism. 

He at once recognized w'hat was at stake, nothing less than the ' 
whole conception of Christianity as a world religion, afterw^ards 
so \vonderfully expounded by him in his Epistle to the Ephesians 
(so called). So he took the daring step, so inexplicable to those 
who assert the Primacy of Peter andThe infallibility of the Eoman 
bishops, among wdiom they vainly place the Apostle, of publicly 
arraigning that Apostle before the whole Antiochian church for his 
tent denial of true Christian liberty. 

But we must not regard the Apostle Paul as a statesman acting 
with a view to the future, but rather as a simple believer whose 
conscience compelled him to adhere at all cost to his divinely 
gi\en concept of the Gospel. It required no small courage for 
him to oppose men like Peter and Barnabas, long his seniors in 
the faith, with the whole Church apparently behind them; but 
what he did then at Antioch bore fruit in the decree of the first 
Christian Council, that at Jerusalem, held (I believe) shortly after 
this scene, at which the Gentile believers were put on a platform 
of perfect equality with their Jewish brethren. He himself speaks 
of refusing to give place to his opponents, even for an hour, in 
order that the truth of the Gospel might continue with the Gentile 
believers, which shows what he felt w^as in question in the dispute. 
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In the year of our Lord 390 the great city of Thessaionica was 
convulsed by a seditious insurrection, in the course of which the 
imperial general and several of his principal officers were in- 
humanly murdered by the populace. The occasion of the insur- 
rection only aggravated its guilt. 

"Jheodosius the Great was reigning at the time and, being of a 
somewhat impulsive and fiery temper, ordered his barbarian 
j^uxiliaries to massacre the inhabitants, with the result that at least 
7,000 were slain. When the great Ambrose, then Archbishop of 
Milan, the imperial seat of government, heard of this he retired 
into the country grief-stricken and addressed a private letter to the 
emperor, pointing out the seriousness of his crime and suggesting 
that he should confine himself to prayer and should not presume 
to receive the holy eucharist with hands that were still polluted 
with innocent blood. Though many of his predecessors had pro- 
fessed Christianity, Theodosius was the first emperor who gave 
any certain signs of true conversion, and in private he deeply 
bewailed the sin of which he had been guilty. When, however, 
Sunday came round he presented himself, as in former times, at 
the great Cathedral of Milan to take the communion. Ambrose 
stopped him in the porch, declaring that more was needed than 
private repentance for such a public sin as that which he had 
committed. Theodosius ventured to suggest that if he had been 
guilty of murder, David, tile man after God's own heart, had 
committed not only murder, but adultery. To this Ambrose 
replied: You have imitated David in his crime, imitate then 

his repentance, " and for eight months the monarch of the Roman 
world was debarred from the sacrament and appeared in the 
Cathedral as a penitent for his sin. , 

This scene represents perhaps the greatest triumph of con- 
science over supreme power. Never in the past had a monarch 
been publicly debarred of religious privileges on account of per- 
sonal guilt; and if we recall the Third Napoleon partaking of the 
sacrament in the Cathedral of Notre Dame after he had broken his 
oath to the French Republic and usurped imperial power, imprison- 
ing and massacring his opponents, as so eloquently described by 
Kinglake in his history of the Crimean War, we must admit that 
the moral force of conscience is not as great in our times as it 
was in the period, which some of us are pleased to refer to as‘ the 
Dark Ages. 

It is interesting to note that Theodosius was the last universal 
ruler of the civilized world, for the empire was divided on Jris 
death between his two sons and never reunited, nor has any sole 
world-ruler since appeared. 

* It was no longer a case of conscience energising feeble men to^ 
resist the world power unto blood, but of conscience compeUing 
that world power to obey its behests. No one can deny that 
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tile moral force wiiicli the church exercised on this occasion was 
entirely salutary. we can hardly say the same of the world- 

famous scene of Henry IV. of the restored western Homan 
Empire in January, 1077, standing in the snow in the thin linen 
dress of a penitent outside the castle of Caiiossa and there fasting, 
waiting humbly for the absolution of the arrogant priest within, 
t‘ii.e Pope Gregory VII., better known as Hildebrand,., which fvas 
necessaiy for his continuance in the empire. Well mighi 
Bismarck in his contest with the Pope of his day protest that 
** Germany will not again go to Canossa.” 

Alas, we have not long to trace the Homan chipi’ch’s history 
before we find her using the veneration which she had inspired 
for the basest of purposes. In the words of our Lord's parable 

The servant who should have given the household meat in due 
, season began to beat his fellow servants. " Therefore, in our next 
scene we shall hnd conscience standing up against all the might 
of the Homan hierarchy in league with the temporal po^’er. , 

V. 

For iny fifth scene I tabj you to the famous Diet of Worms 
ill the year 1521, when Mai’tin Lutlier appeared before ail the 
princes of Germany presided over by the young emperor Charles 
the Fifth. History records that there had been no assemblage so 
numerous and brilliant since the days of Charlemagne, seven 
centuries before. The emperor himself had gathered up the 
crowns of more kingdoms' than had ever yet been united on a 
single head. He was king of ail the various kingdoms that now 
make up Spain, and he also ruled over the greater part of Italy 
and the whole of our present Belgium and Holland. In the New 
World the valuable West Indian Islands, Mexico, Central 
America, Peru, 'a s well as the Philippines, were his, while his 
brother, also present, ruled over Hungary, Bohemia and the 
adjacent lands ; so that with the exception of France and England, 
who, however, both sent ambassadors to the Diet, practically the 
whole civilized world was represented at Worms. 

, Even to go to Worms at all required great courage on the 
part of ^Luther, when he remembered the fate of John Huss, who 
went to Constance a century earlier relying on the safe conduct of 
Charles' predecessor Sigismund, which he violated and allowed 
FIuss to be burned; but Luther's reply to his friends who would 
have dissuaded him is well known : " Though there were as many 
devils in Worms as the tiles on the housetops," still he would 
enter it. 

<5n his way he passed through Erfurt where ras a monk 
he had first learned the truth of the Gospel. The sermon which 
he preached thefe on his joume/ to Worms has come down to us, 
"ffid perhaps I may quote a passage from it in order to show 
exactly what was the truth -for which Luther was standing. 
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“ Phiiosopliers, doctors and writers/' said the preacher, ‘‘ have 
endeavoured to teach men the way to obtdn everlasting life, and 
they have not succeeded. I will now tell it to you: — 

/ There are two kinds of works — ^works not of ourselves , and 
■these are good ; our own works, they are of little worth. One 
m 9 w;i builds a church; another goes on a pilgrimage to St. lago 
of Compostella, or St. Peter’s ; a third fasts, takes the cowl, and 
tgoes bare-foot; another does something else. All these works 
are riothingness, and will come to naught, for our own works 
have no virtue in them. But I am now going to tell you what is 
the true worS. God has raised one Man from the dead, the Lord 
Jgsu Christ, that He might destroy death, expiate sin, and shut 
the gates of hell. This is the work of salvation. 

Christ has vanquished ! This is the joyful news ! and we are 
saved .by His work, and not by our own. . . . Our’ Lord Jesus 
Christ saicj, ' Peace be unto you 1 behold my hands, ’ that is to say, 
Behold, O man ! it is I, I alone, who have taken away thy sins, 
and ransomed thee; and now thou hast peace, saith the Lord.” 

It wuis the first time for centuries that the truth of justification 
by faith had been thus clearly stated. Those who had previously 
rejected the prevailing superstitions of Eome had ultimately been 
■silenced, nor had their doctrine been as clear as that of the monk 
who now shook the world.'* If he could have been cowed or 
ooerced into silence, it is likely that Galvin would never have had 
a safe place in which to preach, nor should we have had any real 
reformation in England. Not only had Luther the fate of the 
early, reformers to remind him of his own danger, but he was 
standing up against a church which had been united by the Council 
that burned Huss and had, therefore, a greater apparent claim 
to the obedience of mankind. It was a church which he had been 
taught to reverence as the only true representative of the Divine 
Bevelation on earth, a church whose creeds indeed set forth the 
faith of the earlier and purer ages. 

■■■ -It ps interesting to learn that it was on his journey to this 
Council that Luther composed his famous hymn, ” A strong tower 
is our God, ’ ’ and sang it sitting in his conveyance as the towers 
of Worms appeared in view. When he reached the gates the 
citizens left their dinner and with ail the multitude of princes, 
nobles and men of all the nations gathered there gave the monk 
a greater reception than had met the emperor a few days before. 

On the following morning Luther appeared before the iJiet, 
someone whispering in his ear, as he entered, Pear not them 
that can kill the body, and after^that have no more that they can 
do.” On this occasion he was asked two questions, first, ” Dri 
he acknowledge his books ? ’ ’ which had been collected and placed 
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Luther had struck a blow for conscience, the effects of which 
are still apparent. One hundred and fifty years later Bunyan, in 
his immortal allegory, could depict Giant Pope in his cave, 
surrounded by the bones of his former victims, but gnashing his 
teeth because he could not touch the pilgrims of that day. 


^ We now pass to a much smaller circle, the city of Geneva. In 
the middle years of the 16th century John Calvin, who shares 
with Napoleon and Voltaire, men so utterly different from him, 
the place of'^ the three foremost Frenchmen of all time, had 
moulded a theocratic state, which became the model of Presby- 
terians in Scotland, this country and in America. But he had 
to deal with republican institutions, and a democratic government 
which necessarily regarded all citizens as equal in privilege. He 
had tanght the Genevans that the highest of all privileges was par- 
ticipation in the rites of the Church, and when he appeared to 
discriminate between those who desired to take the communion 
he encountered the opposition of the party which w^as called by 
the stricter sort the party of the Libertines. The question was 
similar to that which was raised in the great scene between 
Ambrose and Theodosius, namely, that of the Christian conscience 
seeking tO' keep holy the most precious ordinance of its religion. 

The crisis arose through \ proposal to transfer the power of 
excommunication from the Consistory, which was composed of 
the ministers of the City and twelve laymen, to the Senate, which 
represented merely the civil power of the City. There was one 
Berthelier, son of the martyr of 1521, who had for evil-living 
been debarred by the Consistory from participation in the sacra- 
ment, This man appeared before the Council of the City and 
demanded the annulment of the sentence of the Spiritual Court 
against him. In spite of Calvin’s remonstrance the Council com- 
plied with Berthelier ’s request. 

It is significant to find that the Libertine or popular party was 
supporting Servetus in his argumentative contest with Calvin 
which was proceeding at the same time. As regards the Be- 
former’s responsibility for the ultimate fate of his opponent, I 
will only quote Coleridge s comment : If ever poor fanatic* thrust 
himself into the flames it was Servetus.” 

Within two days of Berthelier’s absolution by the Council, 
Sacrament Sunday came. In the meanwhile the Council had dis- 
regarded the protest of all the City pastors against its interference 
in things spiritual. 

On Sunday, September 3rd, 1653, just a generation after 
Luther s appearance before the Diet, Calvin had to stand againslj. 
thrvse who. would use the rights of civil citizenship to desecrate the 
Communion Table. Calvin preached in the Catheirai as usual 
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and took for his subject the state of mind with which the Lord's 
Supper ought to be received. At the close of his sermon, raising 
his voice, he said, As for me, so long as God shall leave me 
here, since he hath given me fortitude, and I have received it from 
him, I will employ it, whatever betide; and I will guide myself 
by rny Master's rule, which is to me clear and well known. 
we are now about to receive the Holy Supper of our Lord Jesus 
Christ, if anyone who has been debarred by the Consistory shal^ 
approach this table, though it should cost my life, I will show 
myself such as I ought to be. ' ‘ ^ 

When the prayer and praise of the vast congregation were con- 
cluded, Calvin came down from the pulpit and took his stand 
before the Table. Lifting up the white napkin he displayed the 
symbols of Christ’s body and blood, the food destined for believing 
souls. Having blessed the bread and wine, he was about to dis- 
tribute them to the congregation. At that moment there was seen 
a movement among the Libertines, as if they woulcf seize the 
bread and the cup. The Eeformer, covering the sacred symbols 
with his hands, exclaimed in a voice that rang through the edifice, 
These hands you may crush; these arms you may lop off; my 
life you may take; my blood is yours, you may shed it; but you 
shall never force me to give holy things to the profane, and dis- 
honour the table of my God. ’ ’ Thes^ words broke like a thunder- 
peal over the Libertines. As if an invisible power had flung back 
the ungodly host, they slunk away abashed, the congregation 
opening a passage for their retreat. A deep calm succeeded; and 
the sacred ordinance,” says Beza, ” was celebrated with a pro- 
found silence, and under a solemn awe in all present, as if the 
Deity himself had been visible among them.” 

In this scene again conscience prevailed over the brute force 
that was ranged against it, and, if we consider the issues, the 
victory was greater than the German Eeformer ’s at Worms. 

If Calvin had given way the Sacrament would have been robbed 
of all its meaning and become a mere civil pledge of citizenship, 
such as it became in England at a later period through the opera- 
tion of the Test Acts, which required everybody holding office 
under goveimment to take the Sacrament. 

Galvin’s faith and courage on this day preserved the Eeformed 
Churches that looked to him as their leader from subservience to 
the civil power in things spiritual. 

• 

Dor our seventh and last decisive scene I propos§^ to come to 
our own .country and to refer to the greatest religious leader that 
the English nation "has ever produced, John Wesley, who shares 
•with Shakespeare .and Cromwell the foremost' place among men 
of our nation. . Born in 1703 and dying in 179,1, his life almost 
covered the 18th century. ' ^ 
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In May, 1738, he passed through that spiritual experience 
which it was his mission to press upon all his hearers from that 
day forward as a necessity for' true salvation. He says in his 
diary: " I felt I did trust in Christ, . Christ alone,- for salvation; 
and "an assurance was given me, that He had taken away my sins, 
eyan mine, and saved me from the law of sin and death.’' 

It is interesting to see how the assurance Wesley then and there 
Teceived of his own pardon' produced corresponding feelings 
towards those who had ill-treated him, for on the next day he 
records in his diary: “'I began to pray with all my might for 
those who ha’h in a more especial manner despitefully used me ^nd 
persecuted 

first felt in my heart, 
which flowed from Wesley’s’ 


despitefully used me ^nd 
me. I then testified openly to all there what I now 
Having regard to the immense results 
work, Lecky, the rationalistic 
historian, describes Wesley’s conversion thus recorded as the most 
impoi^ant event of the 18th century in English history. 

HavingVeceived this blessing through the Moravian brethren, 
who had brought over from Germany a more spiritual Gospel than 
was then current in England, Wesley ' almost immediately pro- 
ceeded to Germany, not returning until September, when, as he 
tells us in his diary, Sunday, the 17th, I began again to declare 
in my own country the glad tidings of salvation. 

Within six months of thh another crisis occurred in Wesley’s 
life that was fraught with more momentous consequences than 
even his conversion. This was his decision to preach in the open 
air, which marked the beginning of that beneficent activity that 
made him the greatest field preacher that ever was. But vre had 
better have the account in his own words. He records in his 
diary on March 31st, 1739, a Saturday : * I reached 

Bristol and met Mr. Whitefield there. I could scarce reconcile 
myself at first to this strange way of preaching in the fields, of 
which he set an example on Sunday [the next day] ; having been 
all my life (till very lately) so tenacious of every point relating 
to decency* and order, that I should have thought the saving of 
souls almost a sin, if it had not been done in a church.”^ 

On that day, April 1st, he records in his diary how, Whitefield 
having left him, he expounded to a little society in Nicholas Street 
the Sermon on the Mount, adding one pretty remarkable prece- 
dent of field-preaching, though I suppose there were churches at 
that time also.” 

On the following day, Monday, the decisive moment came? for 
he records? At four in the afternoon, I submitted to be niore 
vile, and proclaimed in the highways the glad tilings of salvation, 
speaking from a little eminence in a ground adjoining to the city 
to about three thousand people. The scripture on which I spoke 
was this : (is it possible anyone should be ignorant, that it is ful- 
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filled in every true Minister of Christ?) ‘ The Spirit of the Lord 
’ is upon me becstuse He hath anointed me to preach the Gospel 
to the poor. He hath sent me to heal the broken-hearted; to 
preach deliverance to the captives, and recovery of sight to the 
blind; to set at liberty them that are bruised, to proclaim the 
acceptable year of the Lord/ ^ 

As is apparent from his* own words describing the incident and 
what led up to it, Wesley’s habit of mind was essentially conserva- 
tive, and it therefore required the most definite assurance that he 
was obeying his conscience to enable him to set at naught the 
religious conventions' of his day, in which he hadebeen brought 
up, and on the side of which were ranged the power of the estab- 
lished church, which still commanded Wesley’s love and venera- 
tion. • 

It was not the first time that Christian preachers had used 
the fields even in our own country, and on this particular occa- 
sion Wesley had been preceded by Whitefield, but what gave 
Wtesley’s first open-air sermon its decisive character arose from 
. those extraordinary gifts of leadership and authority which he 
possessed beyond any other man of his time. 

Henceforth, he turned not back, and as he was gradually shut 
out from the churches, and public assembly halls were not yet, he 
was compelled to rely almost exclusively on field-preaching. 

For over fifty years he continued' this work, until England, 
Scotland and Ireland were studded with Methodist Societies, all 
looking up to Wesley as their founder. 

Had he flinched at the critical moment from doing violation to 
his preconceived notions, it is difficult to see how he could ever 
have been a real power for world- wide good, as his opportunities 
for preaching would have been narrowed down to the few and tiny 
meeting-houses of the new society. 

Some historians have said that it was the Wesleyan movement 
which saved England from the hoiTors of the French revolution 
by producing a new spirit among the working classes. But 
whether this be so or not, this movement undoubtedly was the 
parent of that revival which led to the establishment of the mis- 
sionary societies and, in the last century, to the sending forth of 
Christ’s Gospel from this our land to the very ends of the earth. 
At the present ^time, I believe, there is only one country in the 
world into which Christian missionaries have not penetrated, 
Afghanistan, and this on account of some- Convention between our 
Government and the old Eussian Government prohibiting propa- 
ganda from either side. ' 

If those persons, who presume to think that Christianity is 
decaying and may ultimately disappear from the world, would 
take the trouble to contract the condition of the Christian religion 
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in China, India or Central Africa to-day with what it \yas only 
fifty years ago, they would find good grounds for abandoning their 
presumption. 

Conclusion. 

. Having now completed the task which I set before me, I will 
asi:. you to spare me a few minutes longer, in which to summarise 
briefly the lessons which I think may be learned from the incidents 
have endeavoured to describe. 

In the first we have the conscience of three Hebrew youths 
defying the autocratic world-power of Nebuchadnezzar in its 
attempt to iJnpose a universal idol- worship. In this case con- 
science comes before us as operating in a purely negative way. 

In the second scene we have the conscience of the twelve 
apostles defying a religious anthority, which originally had a 
divine sanction over them but which now forbade them to preach 
Ohrisf. In this scene conscience is found to require its possessors 
to occupy *^111 aggressive and positive position. 

In the third scene we find the conscience of one man, Paul, 
withstanding tlie force of public opinion and great and justly, 
honoured names in order to maintain the world- wide character of 
true Christian fellowship. 

In the fourth scene we have the conscience of one man, 
Ambrose, withstanding the autocratic universal world-power of 
the day in order to rnaintaiif the holiness of Christian fellowship. 

In the fifth scene we find the conscience of one man, Luther, 
leading him to defy all the power and prestige of the great world- 
system, into which the pi'ofessing Christian church had gradually 
passed, in order to maintain the right of the individual to obey 
his conscience. It is somewhat akin to our third scene, in that 
it is the orthodox religious position which is assailed by conscience. 

In the sixth scene we have Galvin withstanding a democratic 
state power in order to maintain the holiness of Christian fellow- 
ship. This carries us back to our fourth scene, where the issue 
was the same, although the power opposing conscience here is 
democratic rather than monarchic. 

In our seventh and last scene we have individual conscience 
defying the conventions of an established religion, backed up by 
popular opinion, in order to give effect to its irresistible impulse 
to make known to the multitude a salvation received and enjoyed. 

Conscience is thus seen to have been the great determining 
factor in each crisis in the evolution of true religion on the earth, 
using the term religion in its proper sense as the answer on 4he 
part of man** to the Divine Eevelation, It is tliis moral factor 
of conscience which distinguishes the religion of^the Bible from 
the other religions, whether merely national or universal, as, 
Mahommedanism or Buddhism 

It may seem at first sight an exceptiorx to this thatjn the 
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present day we find non-Ohristians exhibiting scruples of con- 
science, such as Mrs. Annie Besant refusing to take the sacrament 
with her dying mother without informing the clergyman who 
administered it, the late Dean Stanley, that she was an atheist. 
And * no one would think of' cjiiestioning that Lord Moiley is, a 
conscientious man, although he would disclaim any profession of 
Christianity. But it must be remembered that, although men 
to-day may repudiate Christianity, they cannot erase from thei]:: 
mind's, or indeed from their manners, the effect which the preva- 
lence of its principles in the world around them has produced. 
Although i^efusing the name of Christian they ar« essentially a 
product of the Christian religion, which has operated on long 
generations of their forefathers and in their own early training. 
Anyone who doubts this has ouiy to compare the state of society 
in the first three centuries of our era with what obtains to-day 
amongst us, the one being the result of philosophy appealing 
to men’s reason, and the other of the Christian Eevelation appeal- 
ing to men’s conscience. The sceptic Matthew Arnold’s descrip- 
tion taken almost verbatim from a contemporary Eoman poet, is 
well known, 

On that hard Pagan world disgust 
And secret loathing fell, 

Deep weariness andrSated lust 
Made human life a hell.’* 

When first we find the new religion confronting the old non- 
Christian system, we get Paul’s well-known declaration in his 
defence before the Eoman governor Felix, Herein do I exercise 
myself, to have always a conscience void of offence toward God, 
and toward men.” (ilcts xxiv. 16). A man whose conscience 
thus responds both to divine and human claims is the noblest 
product of our religion, as indeed the speaker of these woi'ds was 
in his time. 

There is nothing we should prize so much as an exercised 
conscience, whether in ourselves or in others, and even if the 
other fnan’s obedience to his conscience leads him to differ very 
widely from me, I need to treat him with the highest respect, 
though I may think him badly instructed. 

Nothing was so humiliating to my mind during the late war 
as the wave of reprobation, to use no stronger term, which 
swept over our land against those whose conscience forbade them 
to^dll or to take any part in warfare. It is no dq^ubt very dis- 
agreeable when at grips with a foe to find those who will not 
move one finger to help you, but you will do w^ell to remember 
^ that if you get such men on your side in any future contest they 
vdll prove your most redoubtable supporters. I recollect hear- 
ing how T?ie Thnes wrote after one of Bright’s greatest speeches 
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against the Crimean War, “ What would Mr. Bright be on a 
war of which he approved? It would be a war terrible to the 
enemies of England.” 

If these fragmentary remarks put together amid the stress 
oi a busy life succeed in interesting any of my hearers in the 
hi^iiory of true religion, to me a subject of commanding attraction, 
I shall feel amply repaid for the preparation of this paper. 

Discussion. 

Tlii^ commr?nication from Dr. A. T. Schofield was read:— May I 
be permitted to suggest an alternative to the lecturer’s view of con- 
science. He appears to regard it somewhat as a power placed within 
us, that has the intrinstic factjilty of distinguishing right from 
wrong. Is such really the case? His paper is a carefully written 
and irjteresting record of seven instances when conscience so acted, 
and which-^he has selected as being of special import in the history 
of the %vorld. I would submit to this institute the suggestion that 
the reason why the action of conscience in these seven cases so clearly 
distinguished right from wrong and good from evil was not due, 
as this author appears to suggest, primarily to conscience at all. 
It may be that one reason why I write now is because, as a physician, 
I have had endless trouble with all sorts of consciences which have 
been a perfect plague to theiH' owners, being morbid, crochety, and 
the like. It may be objected that such consciences are more or less 
diseased. In a sense this is true, but it is not the reason I assign 
for their perplexing and disastrous effects. I consider, indeed, that 
even in its normal and natural condition conscience has not the 
intrinsic knowledge which the author describes on p. 124 : By con- 
science accordingly, I understand that intuition or voice within us, 
which judges our actions and thoughts as morally good or morally 
bad. The whole paper proceeds to show that the word “ judges’' 
here certainly means ^‘rightly” or “intuitively judges.” Such 
I fear is not the case ; for to me it seems there is no intrinsic 
knowledge of right, or even intuition ' about conscience at all, and 
to i^rove this I need not go outside Scripture, although it is illus- 
trated every day. 

JMay I use an illustration to make my meaning clear? 

A sundial owes all its . value to light; without light it is the 
most useless structure that exists- But even light is of no value 
to make it of use, unless it be one special sort of light — sunlight. 
Only in this flight does it give the correct response to the questions 
with which it is concerned. In this case not those of right or 
wrong, but concerning time. The^ answers, however, are not in- 
tuition by any means, but very much the contrary. They are in-* 
deed wholly dependent for their value not on the dial at all, but on 
the sunlight. 
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(2). Mr. Eoberts’ assumption that when Conscience and Power 
come into conflict Conscience is always right and Power wrong is 
thus seen to be baseless. This raises the interesting question — by 
what principle are we to determine when Power may properly over- 
ride Conscience? 

(o). Why is the conflict between Christianity (Conscience) and 
the world order (Power) so much less acute than it has been ? 
Will our doctrinal orthodoxy ever produce any more vigorous re- 
action than dislike if it is divorced from its practical moral im- 
plicates? I s-qggestj for example, that if we dwelt less upon the 
mint anise and cummin of abstention from alcohol, tobacco, dancing, 
cards, theatres, and Sabbath desecration; and by speech and 
example fearlessly condemned thoi selfishness of any man living in 
comfort (to say nothing of luxury) while his neighbour was in 
want, we should speedily find ourselves in agonizing conflict with 
the flesh wiiihin and the world without. 

Lt.-Col. F. A. Molony said : Mr. Roberts has very well shown us 
the great part which conscience has played in promoting spiritual 
progress and reforms. 

But to do that he has been compelled to select outstanding and 
unusual incidents, in which men and women have been constrained 
by the inward voice to set th-imselves in opposition to constituted 
authority and governments. It would be a pity if anyone were to go 
away with the idea that conscience usually works along unpatriotic 
lines, or that its everyday working hinders and incommodes those 
who are specially responsible for the welfare of mankind. I am 
sure that the opposite is the case. 

For instance, the conscientious administration of justice in India, 
the conscientious work of railway and canal engineers, of police and 
forest officers, and especially Missionaries, doubtless had much to 
do with keeping India loyal during the great war. 

I have often thought that our success in recent wars has been 
largely due to the uniform excellence of our weapons, supplies and 
munitions. And, of course, conscience had a great deal to do with 
maintaining that same excellence. 

Even in the case of the conscientious objectors to which Mr. 
Roberts referred, conscience did not work against the interests of 
the army so much as is commonly supposed. I had two companies 
of them working under me in Scotland. They were composed 
two classes — religious men and Socialists, The religious men did 
very good and useful work, at a time when it was extremely 
difficult to get necessary work done.'* 

Thus on the whole, in its every day working, conscience is a most 
useful servant of Governments — even war time. 
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(in the case of a misbeliever who is also a conscientious man) to take 
all the credit to the influences of Christianity. The Christian has 
not the monopoly of a sense of right. Does not Bomans ii. teach 
that the Gentiles, even when quite outside the sphere of God’s direct 
re/elation, are still responsible to God in their measure, and have a 
co 2 igcience which accuses or excuses them ! 

THE LECTUBEB’S REPLY. 

^ Referring to Dr. Schofield’s communication I need hardly add 
much to Mr. Hoste’s reference thereto, but I think I might say 
that Dr. Schofield seems hardly justified in judging of conscience by 
the abnormal <cases which he has come across in his practice as a 
physician. We might as well judge of reason by the madness of 
lunatics. I think the sundial is a rather unfortunate example 
for Dr. Schofield to have taken Of the fallibility of conscience, as 
it never goes wrong. It was the only time-piece that Parliament 
could not alter by the Summer Time Act. 

As regards Paul’s conscience he could do no other even in his 
unconverted state than take it as a guide, and it only led him 
wrong for want of that right instruction which he afterwards 
received. 

As regards Mr, Leslie’s remarks, I think he goes too far in 
claiming infallibility for conscience, and I think also he is wrong 
if I am correct in understanding him to say that the state has 
the right to override conscience if it be for the good of tlie great 
ra.ajority, I think it is this principle which operated in Germany 
and produced the late war. On the contrary, I believe that a 
small minority of conscientious people are so valuable an asset 
that any nation will do well to cultivate them, for they are the 
salt of the earth. Mr. Leslie’s regret that the contest between 
conscience and power appears to have died out in modern times 
should make him welcome the conscientious objector. I believe 
that the main reason for the change to which Mr. Leslie refers 
is the gradual permeation of the modern world by Christian 
principles, which, however, have become corrupted in the process. 
Yet they have produced the toleration of Christianity which we see 
everywhere around us except perhaps in Russia. ^ 

With regard to Colonel Molony’s criticism I would not say that 
conscience is always opposed to power, but the reason why I have 
only referred to cases when this is so is that it is only in such 
cases that conscience is seen to advantage and comes out in its true 
glory. , < 

As regards Col. Biddulph’s remarks, I cannot agree that it 4s 
the duty of a** Christian to submit himself to the law of the land, 
except only in cases of religious worship. If that law^ interferes with 
his conscience toward God in othe? matters, I believe it may be 
his duty to refuse to obey it, as we get in 1 Peter ii. 19 : If a man 
for conscience toward God endure grief, suffering wrongfully, this is 
acceptable.’^ . * 
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conclusion, in isolation. It is of vital importance, therefore, that 
we should make an effort, however inadequate, to set the fact 
itself in its full coiitext, before we come to close quarters with 
the special department of the evidence on which our faith in the 
fact rests that I have chosen for detailed examination. Por 
though the evidence of the New Testament seems, at first sight, 
a simple enough matter of literary and historical criticism, the 
manifold divergences between experts, to all outward appearance 
equally qualified, and equally desirous of arriving at the truth, 
is enough to warn us that the problem is not so simple as it 
seems. Du f^ose's paradox is fully justified. The Eesurrection 
is the best attested and the most incredible fact in histoiy.’^ 
It provides, therefore, a searching test of our readiness to recon- 
sider our premises, our willingness to follow reason whithersoever 
it may guide us irrespective of our prmjudicia. The fact is that 
it is impossible to come to the consideration of the evidence for 
the Besurj;ection, or indeed of any other evidence, with a strictly 
open mind. Our estimate of the trustworthiness of the Evan- 
gelists, and of the sources of information at their disposal, is at 
every point determined by the “ canons of probability,'* which 
we lay down for ourselves when we start on our enquiry. The 
phenomena with w=^hich the narratives deal are certainly unique. 
If the accounts that they give are to be taken at their “ face 
value," they are evidence the operation of a force, of which 
we have as yet no other example in human experience. If they 
stood by themselves, Dr. Eashdall would no doubt be justified 
in his contention that “ any hypothesis would be more possible " 
than that they are veridical. But they do not stand by them- 
selves, and my first contention is that no justice can be done to 
the evidence of the Gospels unless the experience that they record 
is seen in its full context of human history. 

We need not for our present purpose go back to trace the 
Hand of God in the training of His people Israel, and the back- 
ground of prophetic preparation which the Gospels everywhere 
imply. It is enough to remember that Jesus claimed to be “ the 
Christ, the Son of the Blessed that in intention at least He 
died to redeem mankind, and to bring in the Kingdom of God, 
throwing the whole weight of the world *s salvation on His Father 
in heaven, in obedience to Whose Will He went unfalteringly to 
the Cross. This on the. one side, and on the other this. Belief 
in the Eesurrection, belief in the fact that this sublime confidence 
v'as not misplaced, but that Jesus was indeed raised from the 
dead, as St. Paul says, ‘‘ by the glory of the Father," is the 
keystone of the Christian . Greedy That faith transformed the 
timid, vacillating, broken-hearted band of disciplesy making them 
indomitable witnesses of His sovereignty, and sending them forth 
into all the world as indefatigable heralds of the G;ospel of His 
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.e and of the glory of the Cross of shame. That faith is stiii 
jr nineteen centuries, in spite of tremendous upheavals in the 
.cial and political condition of the world and lu spite^ oi the 
inconceivable extension of the horizon of human^ thought, ^ le 
spring of the deepest and most inwardly transforming expenen^ 
in the lives of countless myriads of those who are called by Mis 
Name, so that He is at this moment the spiritual power centre of 
the whole life of the Church and through the Church of th<^ 
world : not only because He has given us an assurance of personal 
immortality by bringing life and incorruption to light by tlie 
Gospel,” but by exerting an immediate, personal, redeeming a,na 
transforming influence on those^ who believe in Him, wdicn 
carries with it a moral evidence in heart and conscience, which 
.ghtly maintains goes deeper than any merely 
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the truth : the ^jaarrative, which has served as a 
to it in the past, has done its work, and may 
signed to oblivion, ” 

This attitude is a not-unnatural reaction to an attempt to press 
the evidence of " miracles ” farther than it will go, and to treat 
this, the Divinest of signs, as if it had a power m itself to 
coerce assent. No power from without can compel conviction. 
Even the Son of God Himself, as Symeon warns His Blessed 
Mother must be to the end an ambiguous sign.” The Divine 
element, the Hand of God, in a ” miracle ” can never, any 
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SO anxious to do ail lionour to the dead Body of their Lord. The 
words to Mary of Bethany ui bt. Joim mi, 7 suggest that He 
Himseif anticipated, and at least did not discourage in prospect 
tins reverent and affectionate attention. ** Let her,'’ He said, 

keep the ointment against the day of my embalming.’' I do 
n^t tUmk that we can, even at this distance of time, without loss, 
be completely indifferent to what became of His Body. 

^ I have indeed no wish to insist on acceptance of the fact of the 
Empty Tomb as a condition precedent to any genuine faith in the 
Kesurrection. But I do plead with those, who while rejecting 
the Easter J\hessage yet accept the Easter Paith, to remember that 
their faith itself assures them that something happened after the 
Death of Jesus, which is none the less super-normal, none the^ 
less differentiates Him from a?l other men that its results are 
manifested in the spiritual }’ather than in the material sphere: 
and that, therefore, the a priori objection to the Easter Message, 
which liaa hitherto dominated ail their criticism of the Gospel 
narratives, the objection, I mean, that it requires us to believe 
in an event which is absolutely unique in human experience, no 
longer holds. Something unprecedented certainly took place in 
the spiritual sphere, and it is at least conceivable that that event- 
in the spiritual sphere had a counterpart in the material. 

I do not, of course, mean to suggest that a present spiritual 
experience can guarantee tEe occurrence of any specific fact in 
the past. Nor should we on the strength of it be any less careful 
to allow for the fallibility of human testimony, especially when it 
•comes from simple people who find themselves in unfamiliar cir- 
cumstances. But at least the assurhption that their experience 
must fit into a noimial mould disappears. We are no longer com- 
pelled to treat the narratives as the free creation of pious imagina- 
tions trying to justify to others a conviction which rests for the 
narrator on quite other grounds. It is strange how differently the 
Gospel stories read when we lay aside for the time the r6le of a 
barrister, whose one object is to discredit an adverse witness, and 
come to them sympathetically, believing that they have something 
to teach us, which may be as yet undreamt of in ouT philo- 
sophy.” We can, indeed, hardly arrive at a fair estimate of the 
actual strength of the evidence as long as we approach it with 
presuppositions which would make it impossible for us to accept 
it, even if it were true. 

Let us come, then, once more to an examination of the New - 
Testament evidence. It is well on all grounds to begin with vhe. 
Epistles of Bt. Paul. His correspondence, we must remember, 
was incidental and unsystematic. He was writing in each^ case 
1)0 correspondents already grounded in the Cnristian Tradition, 
and acquainted with at least- the outline of the (^spel story. 
He does not go back on ground already traversed in their pre- 
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iiminary instruction, unless it is necessary tor ttie eiuciaauon oi 
some point of preseritanterest. It is fortunate tor our present 
purpose tliiit questions were raised in Corinth touching the general 
resunection of the dead, which led St. Paul to recall the evidence 

for tlie Resurrection of our Lord. , > 

There is, we must remember, no suggestion that anyone^! 
Corinth challenged the fact of that Resurrection : but, as in bt. 
Paul’s view, the doctrine of the general resurrection was _deter-„ 
mined and defined directly by our Lord’s, he took occasion to 
recall their attention to it. and to summarise^ concisely the 
ich he had from the first appealed in support of it 
elsewhere'^ for believing that the list of 
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tion of Jesus His Body was changed from one of flesh and blood 
to one which was spiritual, incorruptible,, and immortal, in such 
a way that there was no trace left of the corruptible body of 
flesh and blood which had been laid in the grave/' 

riiis is, I think, sound and illuminating exegesis, and the con- 
c^tion itself is as remarkable as it is definite. By wdiat steps 
are we to suppose that St. Paul arrived at it? Unfortunately, 
Professor Lake is quite certain that St. Paul’s view is mistaken. 
Ido he goes on to point out an interesting, though not complete, 
parallel to his thought from what may be a contemporary Jewish 
writing. ^ Hi*^ object is to suggest that the doctrine of resurrec- 
tion, which St. Paul had been taught as a Jew, would have 
implied the disappearance of the crucified body from the tomb in 
tlie event of a real resurrection.^ 

We may readily grant that, if St. Paul held such a doctrine, 
and iLis possible that he did, it would have helped him, after he 
became convinced of the fact that the Lord was risen, to under- 
stand the Christian tradition, with which I rofessor Lake believes 
him to have been familiar, that the women found, or thought 
that they had found, the tomb empty on the Third Bay. But 
surely it is strange that it does not occur to Professor Lake to 
state that the phenomena of the empty tomb, especially in the 
form in which St. John records them, of which more anon, would 
of themselves supply a complete foundation for the very remark- 
able form that the doctrine of the resurrection body takes in 
St. Paul. Indeed, it fulfils exactly the conditions of the speci- 
fic fact," implied but not stated in 1 Cor. xv., to which Professor 
Lake refers. It would supply a basis for his doctrine of the resur- 
rection body of Christians, and a date for the Eesurrection of the 
Lord. Eoom must be found for a word on this second point. Tlie 
origin of the conviction that the Eesurrection took place on the 
Third Day " cannot, as Professor Lake admits, be traced to the 
Old Testament. Nor would it be a necessary inference- from the 
date of the first appearance of the Eisen Lord to scattered and 
fugitive disciples in Galilee. Yet the date was fixed in the tradi- 
tion which St. Paul received (1 Cor. xv. 2) : and it, and ih alone, 
accounts for the peculiar veneration of the first day of the week 
in Christian circles. I believe, therefore, that though St. Paul 
does not refer in so many words to the fact of the empty tomb, 
his argument shows that he believed in it. When we consider 
the significance of the fact for him both before and after bis 
conversion, it is difficult in the twentieth century to challenge 
evidence which brought conviction to Saul of Tarsus, 

When we pass from St. Paul to the canonical Qospels we come 
into touch with at least four distinct sources of evidence. St. Mark 
indeed was probably in the hands of each of the other three. Yet 
each of them clearly had acbess to independent sources of informa-. 
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tion. The narrative in the true text of St. Mark is, we must 
remember, incomplete. It breaks off in the middle of a sentence 
after v. 8. The ciosifig verses (9-20) in our common text are 
an Appendix added later, apparently early in the second century. 
It combines elements, which seem to depend ultimately on St. 
Matthew, St. Luke and St. John, but in a less pure form. * 

The independence of the authorities is shown by the difficufty 
of harmonising them. The most serious difference relates to a 
promised appearance in Galilee. This is foretold by our Lord 
before His Passion in St. Matthew and St. Mark : and an angel at 
the Tomb sends a message to the disciples through the women, 
reminding them of the promise. The fulfilment oi the promise 
is recorded in St. Matthew. It is probable that St. Mark origin- 
ally contained a parallel account.^ 

The appointment of a rendezvous in Galilee is, of course, quite 
consistent with earlier appearances in Jerusalem, such as are 
recorded in St. Luke and St. John. St. Matthew himself records, 
one to the women. The difficulty is that St. Luke in his Gospel 
carries on the account of the appearance on the first Easter Day 
without a break to what looks like an account of the Ascension. 
It is possible, though by no means certain, that when he wrote 
his Gospel, he thought that the Ascension took place on the same 
day as the Eesurrection, and was unaware of any appearances in 
Galilee. He certainly records an gxpress command from the 
Lord bidding the Apostles tarry in Jerusalem. In any case, 
before he wrote ** Acts ** he had learnt that the two events were 
separated by forty days, and the command to tarry in Jerusalem 
in ‘‘ Acts ’’ relates expressly to the period between the Ascension 
and the Day of Penticost. 

The differences in regard to the experiences of the searching 
party or parties of women at the Tomb are not so serious. They 
represent a conflict of testimony only too natural in accounts 
derived from different members of a group in a time of great 
excitement. There is, indeed, considerable plausibility in the 
suggestion that the differences may really be due to the fact that 
there were two distinct parties of women who visited the Tomb, 
one cabling from Bethany, the other with Joanna from Herod's 
Palace in Jerusalem. 

However this may be, all these independent sources of informa- 
tion take for granted that the Tomb was empty. This includes, 
we must remember, in the case of St. Matthew, the statement, 
for which he pledges his personal authority, with regard to the 
current Jewish explanation of the emptiness of the^’Tomb : and 
in the case of St. Luke, not only the source from which he drew 
the account of -the visit of the ^omen, but also that from which 
he drew the account of the walk to Emmaus. It is implied also in 
the speeches of St. Peter 31) and St. Paul (xii. 35) which he 
records in xiets/* . . _ 
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it is reaiiy a hopeless task to attempt, as Professor Kirsopp 
Lake does, to reduce all these authorities to one, and to main- 
tain that the only solid nucleus of fact implied in them, wiiich can 
survive the acid test of criticism is that a party of women were 
met by a young man whose innocent attempt to explain to them 
that they were looking into the wrong tomb frightened them so 
much that they ran away and said nothing to anyone. For 
instance, in India, I am given to understand that it is not unusual 
'for a man, when pressed for payment on a bogus claim, instead 
of challenging the claim directly to put in a forged receipt. But 
this will hardly justify us in assuming that the Jews invented 
the lie with\egard to the stealing away of the Body by the 
disciples to explain a groundless claim on the part of the 
Christians that they had found the Tomb empty. 

The account in St. John presents indeed features which will re« 
pay more careful examination. It is chiefly remarkable for the 
stress laid on the position in which the grave-cloths, including the 
napkin that had been about the head, were found lying in the 
Tomb. This seems at first merely a picturesque detail, which 
indeed, like the reference to the water pot left behind by the 
Samaritan woman, suggests the presence of an eye-witness, but 
seems to have no further significance. The only moral that I 
remember having seen drawn from it related to the tidiness of the 
Ministering Angels. 

As soon, however, as attention is drawn to the fact, it becomes 
clear that the presence of the grave-cloths without the Body 
is a very remarkable phenomenon. It precludes at once the 
hypothesis that the Body had been stolen, or, as has been most 
ingeniously suggested, swallowed up by the earthquake. It 
equally, I think, precludes the hypothesis of a recovery from a 
prolonged trance or swoon. Lazarus, we remember, came forth 
from his tomb bound hand and foot with grave-cloths and his 
face bound about with a napkin. One suggestion, as far as I 
know, and only one has been given, which simply and completely 
accounts for the phenomena. It is the suggestion worked out 
with great skill by the Eev. Henry Latham, Master of Trinity 
Hall, Cambridge, in The Risen Master, It is that at the Eesur- 
rection the Lord’s Body passed out of the grave-cloths, leaving 
them undisturbed, just as afterwards it passed freely into and out 
of a room with closed doors. 

Some such interpretation as this the disciple whom Jesus 
loved ” must have put on the facts, for he saw and believed.’* 
He was, indeed, I fancy, a little ashamed of having needed the 
assistance of the sight to quickeja his faith, for he goes on to say 
apologetically, For as yet they knew not the Scripture that He 
must rise from the dead.” A deeper faith, he seems to feel, - 
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would, have been able to dispense with ocular demonstration, 
and to earn a share in the blessing pronounced on those who be- 
lieved without having s6en. 

Now if this is, as I cannot doubt, the true interpretation of the 
scene, sketched in the fewest possible strokes by the Fourth 
Evangelist, we are, I imagine, shut up to one of two alternatives''. 
Either the writer is a consummate literary artist, who has invented 
with extraordinary ingenuity, a purely imaginary experience to 
establish the Church's faith in the Eesurrection, and yet has the*" 
self-restraint to leave the pi^eeise nature of this new corroboration 
to be divined by his readers, or he is recording in the ^simplest and 
most objective form a definite historical experience. And I have 
no doubt which of these is the simpler hypothesis, if we approach 
the subject purely as a literary problem. 

Such in substance is the New Testament evidence in regard 
to the Empty Tomb. I must apologise once more for my insist- 
ence on this grossly material topic. But I do not see how other- 
wise to meet what we are told by most competent observers* 
is the present situation in regard to the inexhaustible problem of 
miracles. There is, we are told, a greater readiness to admit 
their possibility, coupled with a keener realisation of the fallibility 
of human testimony. This is the modern form of Huxley's 
demand for expert evidence. This is no doubt a perfectly reason- 
able demand. At the same time th^ nature of the qualification 
that we demand of our witnesses must have some relation to the 
of the fact to which they have to testify. And I am still 
waiting for an answer to the question, which I asked in 
Cambridge Theological Essays (p. 323) : 

'Mf the fact to be established is the fact of an empty Tomb, 
why should we doubt the evidence of eyes that were searching for 
the Body that had Iain in it as the most precious treasure that 
world contained? ” 

We have no time to examine the different narratives of the 
ppearances of the Bisen Lord in detail. I must content myself 
with recalling attention to three points which may fairly be 
regarded as characteristic of them all. 

The first is the delicate accuracy of their psychology. Bead, 
for instance, St. John’s, account of the appearance to Mary 
Magdalene, or St. Luke’s account of the walk to Emmaus. Let 
a scholar like Dr. Westcott, in his Revelation of the Risen Lord, 
make the narratives live before you, not by reading anything into 
them, but simply by helping you to realise what a scholarly grasp 
of language shows to be already there. Then, again^ mark the 
conflict of emotions in the hearts of one group of disciples after 


*P. B. Tennant, Constructive Church Quarterly, Dec., 1921, 
and E. Bevan, Hellenism and Christianity, p. 233. 
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another as they find themselves in the presence of One Who had 
come back to them from the dead. Is that subtle interplay of 
doubt and joy and awful reverence consummate art or is it a 
simple transcript of actual experience ? 

Take another point. We are familiar enough in these days with 
cdmin unications that purport to come to us from " within the 
veil.” One main objection in the way of taking them seriously 
springs from the character of their contents. They are so trivial, 
and so obviously coloured by the medium through which they are 
transmitted. It is easy to account for them by telepathy, or as 
an uprush fro^m the sub-conscious of earlier impressions. Test 
the reported words of the Eisen Lord from this point of view. 
Write them out one by one and study them as a whole. See if 
these two points do not stand out^with luminous clearness. First, 
that as a whole they ring true. They bear the stamp, and think 
what that implies, of genuine utterances of the same Lord who 
speaks to u^ in the rest of the Gospels. We find no difficulty in 
accepting them as they stand (except to a certain extent in*" the 
Appendix of St. Mark) as a faithful embodiment of His teaching. 
And next, they cannot be merely the revival of impressions already 
received in the course of the previous Ministry. They deal with 
the new situation created by the Death and the Eesurrection. 
They have a new content, a changed emphasis. They embrace 
a wider horizon. The words-^as they stand are a strong support 
to our belief that the disciples came into real contact with their 
Lord after He had risen from the dead. They are a substantial 
guarantee of the truthfulness of the narratives in which they are 
embedded. 

We come lastly to the most difficult element in these narra- 
tives, the physical implications. We are apt to suppose that we 
know more about matter than we do about mind. We are pre- 
pared, if reason is shown, to believe that real communications 
passed from the Eisen Lord into the minds of His disciples. We 
may even accept the account of an appearance to the eye in the 
old familiar form. But are we not justified in saying that it is 
a physical impossibility that He can have submitted Hi^ risen 
body to the evidence of touch, or broken bread before them, let 
alone actually partaken of food before He once more vanished 
from their sight? 

And yet what right have we to dogmatize about physical impos- 
.sibiiities? If in every other respect the evidence fully justifies 
the demands of the highest reason, are we not bound to suspend 
our judgment before we throw over its authority here ? The whole 
situation, I repeat, is admittedly unique. It cannot be safe to 
rule out any of the recorded phenosaena simply on the ground that 
they run counter to our pre-conceptions. No doubt the evidence 
on this side of the narratives is nothing like so strong as the 
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evidence for the Empty Tomb. The fact to be attested is in itself 
super-physical. But I do not see that it adds any fresh difficulty, 
if we once accept the*^fact that the Tomb was empty as evidence 
that a spiritual transformation had passed over the material body 
that had been laid in it. 

It is a truism to say that we do not know what matter ^in itself 
is. The whole relation of mind and matter baffles imagination: 
but we are being forced to recognise not only that the physical 
organism reacts on the mind, but also that the physical processes 
of our bodies can be directly affected and controlled by our 
])sychical or spiritual condition. If that is true efren now, is it 
incredible that after death the spirit of man may attain to perfect 
sovereignty over the organism, whatever may be its essential 
nature, in and through which ^e has developed his distinctive 
personality ? May it not be that the First-begotten frorn the dead 
has given us in these strange ways such light on this ^coming 
sovereignty as with our limited powers we are in tiiis^ life able to 
receive? 


Discussion 


Dr. Schofield, after thanking Canon Murray for his most ex- 
cellent paper, pointed out that it had been said that the Resurrec- 
tion of Jesus Christ was at the same time the most incredible 
event in the world’s history, and the best established fact. With 
the first statement few would agree who recognised our Lord’s 
Deity ; while most who have studied the evidence will endorse the 
latter. 

I am glad on p. 146 the Canon has called attention to the wide- 
spread theory of the day respecting “the husk and kernel,” said 
to be a revival of Rosicrucian teaching. This represents that while 
the miraculous stories of the New Testament — the Virgin’s Birth, 
the Resurrection of our Lord, Lazarus and others — are but the husk, 
and can be thrown away, we must never throw away the great 
spiritual truths these allegories teach. In short, that these facts 
in the^ Gospels are fiction, though they may contain valuable truth. 
This specious error is widely spread in London to-day. 

With regard to Professor Kirsopp Lake’s remarks about flesh and 
blood, we do well to remember S. Paul’s statements in 1 Cor. 15, 
“It is sown a natural body (that is, one in whom the blood is 
the life), it is raised a spiritual body.” This is entirely different^ 
from a spirit. The latter, the Lord says, has not flesh and hones 
“<25 ye see Me have.-* Not, be it remarked, “flesh and blood,” 
but “flesh and bones’-; for in this body the spirit is the life. 
On p, 149 I mifst call attention ^o a most important sentence of the 
Canon’s: “It (the Resurrection on the third day), and it alone, 
accounts for the peculiar veneration of the first day of the week 
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in Christian circles” (and we may add, in the world's history). 
This fact is so remarkable and important that i should like to 
elaborate it a little. 

Supposing (in the manner of Mr. Wells) an inhabitant of Mars 
were to arrive here to look into our manners and customs, and on 
Sunday enquired into the meaning of the crowds he would see going 
to^ our religious buildings, combined with the closing of all our 
offices and shops. 

He would be told that the first day of the week was the general 
holy day. Asking if it had always been so, he would be told ‘‘No; 
that the last.^^day of the week had been so kept for thousands of 
years.” In answer to further enquiries, he would learn that the 
change took place at the Christian era because Christ was alleged 
to have arisen from His grave ^pon that day. The surprise he 
would naturally express on the power of such a “ fable ” to alter a 
sacred,^ day would be deepened when he learned that the central 
ceremonial^ of the day was the Sacrament of the Lord's Supper 
in memory of his death. 

'‘Then He died on that day?” 

“ No, He died on the Friday.” 

“Then He instituted this memorial on that day?” 

“ No,, that was on the Thursday.” 

“ Well then, it was the sacred day at that time?” 

“No, that was on the Sa?>turday.” 

And thus he would discover that the only event in the world 
that was deliberately commemorated (for Oenturies) on the day it 
DID NOT happen was Christ's death, and that the only reason for 
flying in the face of all custom was the belief that a greater event 
than even the death on the Cross took place on the first day of 
the week. 

The only conclusion possible to draw in the face of these facts 
(quite apart from Scripture statements of its truth) is that the 
Besurrection is a fact. I consider the above picture, though 
very roughly drawn, a good illustration of the testimony to Christ's 
rising on the third day that can be drawn from the fact of Sunday, 
and the Lord's Supper being taken on that day. 

Rev. J. J. B. (JoLES quite agreed with the remarks of Dr. Schofield 
as to the absence of blood in the Lord's resurrection body. In 
1 Cor, XV. 45 we read, “ The first man, Adam, was made a living 
soui; the last Adam, a quickening spirit.” This referred to the 
risen body of the Lord Jesus, and not, as is generally suppo^d, 
to His Deity, as in St. John v. 21. This energising vital power 
had taken the place of blood (see St. John xix. 84). 

Lieut. -Colonel G. Mackinlay sa^:— -I thank Dr.^ Murray warmly 
for the tenor of his able paper immediately expressed in Ms opening 
words, The Resurrection of Jesus Christ is the central event of 
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xxin, 10-11), JNow our iuorcL died at a least oi rassover. -51 is 
Resurrection synchronised with the date of the waving of the first 
fruits, as both events took place on the morrow of the Sabbath afte;j: 
the Passover. Can it therefore be admitted with Professor Lake 
and -Dr. Murray (see page 149) that no indication is given in 
the Old Testament that the Resurrection took placer on the tliird 
day after the Crucifixion (see also Jonah i. 17 and Matt. xii. 40)? 

Space prevents allusion to more than a very little of the evidences 
of the Resurrection in the Gospels?*, but we may notice very briefly 
the emphatic testimony of St, Luke, given (according to his custom) 
by three-fold repetition of miracles of raising from the dead«by our 
Lord. m 

1. The only son of the widow of Nain. 

2. The onZy daughter of Jairus. 

3. The raising up from a living death of the demoniac, just 

after the Transfiguration, who was an only child. 

We are surely very pointedly reminded of the loved only Son of 
the Father raised up from the dead by the power of God. There 
ure many incidental touches which <?J>nfirm us in this conclusion. 
We have only room for the following : — 

The word monogenes, translated in each case only (born), is not 
employed again by S|t. Luke ; but in other parts of the New Testa- 
ment it always indicates the Lord Jesus Christ, except in Heb. xi. 17, 
where it refers to Isaac, alluded to as a type of Christ. Monogenes 
is used in the Septuagint as the equivalent of the Hebrew word 
yacMd in Ps. xxii, 20, “ Deliver . . . My Darling from the 

power of the dog,’’ a word undoubtedly referring to our Lord Jesus 
Christ. 

All the evangelists record direct prophecies by our Lord of his 
coming death. 

Lieut -Colonel Molont pointed out that a very strong line of 
■evidence as regards the empty tomb' is deducible from Matthew xxviii. 
15. 

Mr. Theodobe Robeets classed himself with .those sometimes 
called unbelieving believers, saying he would have been a rank 
atheist had he not been a Christian. In driving through the 
■ce^ietery of a large Lancashire town last week, which he was told 
contained a larger population of dead than those living in the town, 
and realizing that even one of our London cemeteries contained 
near ten millions of dead, it seemed hard to believe that the greater 
part of this vast number of dead (for he was assured that the 
majority of the human race would benefit by the work of Christ) 
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would be raised. This showed the immense importance of the fact 
of Christ’s Kesurrection. 

If fifty or more years ago he had told thit meeting that he had 
that afternoon been conversing with someone in South Wales^, he 
would have been regarded as romancing, but now any stupid person 
wqild make and another stupid person could use a telephone. He 
remembered one connected with the making of the first telephone 
tilling him the thrill with which he heard for the first time the 
human voice transmitted along the wire ; but when once the original 
telephone worked all the rest was a mere matter of detail. So with 
the Resurrectipn of Christ. If God once broke the power of death 
bv raising Him, He could easily raise millions, as the Apostle 
Paul said to Agrippa, “Why should it be thought a thing incredible 
with you if God should raise %e dead?” The moment we bring 
God into the difficulty, it disappears. 

As regards the present implications that Christ’s Resurrection 
were intended to have for us, he judged that it set all our hopes, 
whether for ourselves or for humanity, upon a new basis, and 
instanced two remarkable utterances of S. Paul when in prison 
and under most depressing conditions. The first was in Philippians 
iii. 11, where he wrote of the one goal before him, as being his attain- 
ment of the Resurrection, that is from among the dead, no matter 
by what means, even a martyr’s death, that he reached it. The 
other was in his last letter Timothy (chap ii. 8), wherein he 
exhorted him to “Remember Jesus Christ raised from the dead 
according to my Gospel,” an exhortation we would do well to give 
heed to for ourselves. 

Mr. W. Hoste said: — I think the value of the paper we have 
listened to consists not only in its positive advocacy, but in the light 
it throws on the weakness of our opponents’ arguments, and all 
the more for the impartiality with which we have heard them stated 
to-day. The theory that the women found the grave empty, only 
because they went to the wrong one, might have had strength had 
our Lord been buried in a cemetery instead of a garden, in which 
John tells us there was new sepulchre,** In this sepulchre 
these very women had seen Him laid barely three days ^before. 
Dean Rashdall must not expect us to follow Him in rejecting well 
attested evidence simply because unusual and, undreamt-of in our 
philosophy, otherwise the negro chief was right in scouting the idea 
of solid water. The testimony of^ Dr. Arnold is well-known and 
eloquent. “I have been used for many years to study the history 
of other times and to examine and weigh the evidence of those who 
have written about them, and I know of no fact in the history 
of mankind wliich is proved by better and fuller evidence of every 
sort, to the understanding of a f«i 4 r enquirer, than the great sign 
which God has given us, that Christ died and rose again from 
jhe dead.” 
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As ior what Br. Murray says on p. 145, are we to be ready to 
reconsider our premise^ and submit the most sacred matters of our 
life to impartial investigation, to keep up our reputation for open- 
mindedness, and in the cant phrase of the day, “ to follow the truth 
at any cost,^^ which not seldom means, I fear, “giving up the truth 
at very small cost’'? Are the legitimacy of the King, one’s fath^’s 
word, one’s mother’s character, and still less the resurrection of our 
Lord, to be subjects on which, at the bidding of the first unbeliever, 
I am to profess an open mind? The ocular and tangible proofs 
which satisfied large numbers of our Lord’s disciples, naturally as 
sceptical as ourselves, may well satisfy us. The Lor^. was at pains 
to prove the reality of his corporeal Kesurrection. ‘ ‘ Handle Me and 
see for a spirit hath not fiesh and blood as ye see Me have,” His 
body was the same— it bore the marks of Calvary, yet not the same, 
real and tangible, but possessed of new spiritdhl properties. One 
hesitates even to attempt to explain, but may we not ilhistisate the 
wonderful change of the same body into a new body, by allotropy, 
the well-known property of certain . substances of existing under 
different modifications, distinct in their physical and chemical 
properties? Thus, for instance, carbon exists in octahedral form 
of extreme hardness as the diamond, in hexagonal form of moderate 
hardness as graphite, and again as lampblack. A piece of yellow 
phosphorus heated under pressure is wholly changed into red 
phosphorus, with very modified propeirties. May not fiesh occur in 
the two conditions — natural and spiritual. 

I would close with the testimony of a great statesman and physicist, 
the late Lord Salisbury : To me the central point is the Resurrec- 
tion of Christ, which, I believe. Firstly, because it is testified by 
men who had every opportunity of seeing and knowing, and whose 
voracity was tested by the most tremendous trials . . . during 

long lives. Secondly, because of the marvellous effect it had upon 
the world. As a moral phenomenon, the spread and mastery of 
Christianity is without a parallel. I can no more believe that 
colossal moral effects lasting for 2,000 years can be without cause, 
than I can believe that the various motions of the magnet are 
without ^ cause, though" I cannot wholly explain them. ’ ’ 

Rev. F. E. Marsh said: — There are three facts which proclaim 
the Resurrection a fact, and these are: The clothes as found in 
the sepulchre ; the testimonies of thosa who saw Him alive ; and the 
difference it made in the lives of /those who saw Him. Let us ponder 
the first. When Peter and John came to the sepulchre, one thing 
which specially impressed them was “the linen clothes lying.” 
Mark, not the empty tomb. John first “ saw the ?inen clothes 
lying,” but he ^id not enter the tomb first. Peter went into the 
tomb first, and “ seeth the lineif clothes lie”; then John went in, 
and he “ saw and believed.” What was it which specially impressed 
John? The fact of the tomb being empty certainly did; but more 




than this, the clothes were lying as if they still enclosed the body 
of Christ. He, being raised, would naturally leave the clothes 
behind. The wrappings being there, could not make any impression, 
except there was something very peculiar about them. I believe 
there was something peculiar about the clothes. It seems to me 
th%t the grave clothes were lying as they had been in their con- 
volutions round Christ’s body. The clothes had never been un- 
Wjrapped, but they were as ii they still enclosed the body. Just as 
the chrysalis of the butterfly, after the butterfly has emerged from 
the case, the case retains tlie form of the chrysalis, although the 
insect has gor^ from it. The only difference being, the butterfly 
comes out of the end of the case, while with regard to Christ, He 
would pass through the clothes without disturbing them, as He 
passed through the locked doors o| the Upper Room afterwards. 

The custom of the East was not to put a shroud on a dead body, 
but to swathe it round and round with bands, as Dean Alford says : 
“ The worA rendered grave clothes is explained to mean a sort 
of band or tow, used to swathe infants.’^ When we remember this, 
the statement is the more impressive, for the clothes were lying 
as if they enclosed the body of Jesus, but He was not within them. 
The word rendered '‘lying and lie/’ in John xx. 5, 6, is twice 
rendered "set” in the same gospel, (ii. 6, xix. 29) in speaking 
of vessels set in particular places. It is also used of a city which 
" lieth ” foursquare in Rev. f^xxi. 16. In each case there is the 
thought of order, deliberate action, and fixedness. 

The Master op Selwyn, in conclusion, thanked the members for 
their reception of his paper. It had been so appreciated that he 
had no criticisms to which to reply. 
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The ]VJinutes of the previous Meetiii^ were read, confirmed and signed and 
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Associate, Major H. Pelham Burn, and as Associates, the Eev. Tydeman 
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The Chairman then introduced the Rev. E. L. Langstoi^, M.A., and 
invited him to read his paper on “ The Times of the Gentiles in relation to the 
End of the Age.” 


THE TIMES OF THE GENTILES. 

IN EBLATION TO THE END OF THE AGE 
By THE EEY. E. L. I^NGSTON, M.A. 


‘i'he limes uf the Gentiles ” is a definite period in the history 
of the world, and to understand its main features we must for 
a moment see it in its right setting. God has a plan for the 
world, and that plan is world redemption ; therefore, when writing 
a paper on ‘‘ the times of the Gentiles in relation to the End 
of the Age,’’ we must first briefly see it in relation to other Ages. 

The history of the world may be broken up into seven distinct 
Ages, and it must be remembered that the immediate purpose 
and calling of God is not the same in all ages. He has not dealt 
with men on one line alone, but in various methods and manners 
has He tested man, and each dispensation is characteristic, being 
the special dealing of God in that age, and a change in the mode 
of God’s dealing makes change in the dispensation, and this 
fact, if lost sight of, will make many words in Scripture seem 
contradictory ; but, to use the^words of St. Augustine, '' distin- 
guish the dispensations and the words will agree.” 

The First Age ^ 

being the periqd when Adam and Eve, our first parents, were 
created, and lived in the Gard^ of Eden, they were not sinful, 
neither were they holy, for they had not the knowledge of sin 
and evil, but they were innocent. In the form of a serpent is 
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seen tiie personification of evil, and as a result of the Fail came 
the consciousness of good and evil: Adam and Eve were no 
longer innocent, but they had a cons^iendb, and that conscience 
convicted them of shame and guilt. The guilty one in the form 
of a serpent and the man and the woman are arraigned before 
God: the serpent is dealt with first. His doom is sealed. He 
\^11 bruise the seed of the woman (not of the man), and whose 
Seed he shall bruise shall in turn bruise his head. Thus is given 
the great promise of deliverance from the power of sin and evil. 
No sooner does man fall than God sets Himself to rescue man 
from the doom under which he has placed himself. But man 
has to learn several lessons before world redemption is effected. 



1. The holiness of God. 


The sinfulness of sin. 


The Second Age. 

The first trial of man ended in utter failure, and judgment closes 
the dispensation of innocence. Man is now without law and 
without government; there is no law from God and no law 
between men — conscience is his only mentor. There was no 
law from Adam to Moses, yet sin was in the world.’’ Con- 
sequently death reigned, and this age was pre-eminently an age 
of murders, violence, and unrestrained sin. Gen. vi. 5, God 
saw that the wdckedness of man was great in the earth .... 
and it repented the Lord that He had made man on the earth. ’ ’ 
Man left to himself goes from bad to worse. Gen. vi. 12, God 
looked upon the earth, and behold it was corrupt; for all flesh 
had corrupted his way upon the earth.” Thus this age had to 
be terminated by God through the Flood. 


The Third Age. 

This dispensation extended from the Flood to the call of 
Abraham. Man had been tested, first in innocence, then by 
conscience without government V law, and in each case had 
lamentably failed, and judgment ended those dispensations. Gov- 
ernment is pow put into man’s hands. God said to Noah, “ T*he 
fear of you .... and the dread of you shall be upon all ; into 
your hands are they delivered. Gen, ix. 6, Whoso sheddeth 
man’s blood, by man shall his blood be, shed. ” Capital punish- 
ment for murder is instituted ; a law of government amongst 
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3. '^Tlie utter helpless and hopeless condition of man in himself 
to save himself: and throughout succeeding ages these lessons 
in various ways are consistently taught. There is only one way 
of salvation, and that is through the Seed of the w^oman, ‘‘ the 
Second Adam.” Each succeeding age reveals these great truths 
in one form or another. 
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men that has never since been abrogated. Thus we see the 
sword put into man’^ hands for the punishment of evildoers 
and the subjugation of brute creation. Evil will abound, but 
let those in power keep it down as best they can. Every soul 
was in this way subject to higher powers. Eor the first time the 
principle of magisterial rule is introduced. In spite of all t^iis 
provision, this age, like all the preceding ages, ended in failure; 
evil developed, and man endeavoured to build a city and a tow^r 
with the proud boast, Gen. xi. 4, “ Let us make us a name,'' 
and thus came into being Babel, the city of revolt against God, 
which God judged. $ 

The Fourth Age, 

Hitherto in preceding ages individuals were prominent, but now 
with the division of the world as a result of the dispersion of 
men from Babel, God now chooses a man from amougsit men, 
and here is the commencement of that people who destined 
to hold so prominent and important a place in God's dealings with 
men, and with the earth. For the first time an entirely new 
feature is introduced : a nation now becomes the central object 
of God’s blessing and care, from whom is to spring the world 
Eedeemer, the Seed of the woman, and also the seed of Abraham. 
It is of the utmost importance to note this momentous epoch, and 
the place which the descendants of Abraham have in God’s plans 
for world redemption. This great change occurs chronologically 
just half-way between the Creation and the predicted birth of 
the Messiah, the Seed of the woman. So that, speaking in round 
figures, God dealt for 2,000 years with mankind in general; 
then for 2,000 years with the seed of Abraham, the children of 
Israel, and possibly for about another 2,000 years with the 
Church. Thus ends the age of Abraham, also in failure ; for even 
in this age the patriarchs from Abraham to Moses nearly all 
of them failed. But in spite of their failure, God's unconditional 
covenants remain the same; their failure did not afiect the pur- 
poses of God. God promised to Abraham, Gen. xii. 3, In thee 
shall all the families of the earth be blessed." Gen. xv. 18, 
And the centre of world blessing shall be from ‘‘ the river of 
Egypt unto the great river, the river Euphrates." All the 
promises of this period converge upon the coming Messiah, the 
seed of Abraham, the seed of ^he woman. 

The Fifth Age. 

The age of Moses or of the Law. Throughout fhis age God 
reveals to mauidetails, through type and prophecy, of the coming 
of world redemption and the establishment of His kingdom upon 
the earth. But Israel has .to learn by the giving of the Law, owing 
to the holiness of God and the sinfulness of sin, that in themselves 
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they cannot keep the law of God; and m a very peculiar sense 
God tested them throughout this age, the Law. But in spite 
of the fact that they had many privileges and glorious manifesta- 
tions of God and His power, Israel failed ; and one great feature 
is brought out in God’s dealings with them, and that is, God’s 
ideal kingdom is an absolute monarchy, its King a despotic ruler, 
responsible to Him alone. 2 Sam. xxiii. 3-4, He that ruleth 
-.over men must be just, ruling in the fear of God. And he shall 
be as the light of the morning when the sun riseth ; even a morn- 
ing without clouds, as the tender grass springing out of the earth 
by clear shhiing after rain. ” Where was such a ruler to be 
found? Saul, David, Solomon, all failed. Israel was being 
taught through that age that God’s ideal king is the coming 
Messiah, the seed of the womjth, the seed of Abraham, and now 
the seed of David, and as son of David, He is to sit upon David’s 
thronst to manifest an ideal kingship. Solomon was endued with 
gifts of wisdom and statesmanship above the ordinary, and yet, 
in spite of that fact, he sinned as man always does, even under 
most privileged circumstances. Consequently, after Solomon’s 
death the kingdom was divided, and the kings of both Judah 
and Israel failed miserably, and there developed national apostasy, 
and God’s purposes for Israel for the time were thwarted, and 
had to be postponed. 

7t 

The Sixth Age. 

Now we come to the times of the Gentiles, ” and it is essential 
that we should realise the peculiar features of this period. It 
was God’s purpose that Israel the nation should be first, and the 
Gentile nations second; but now^ for a period that it is important 
•to notice Israel becomes second and the Gentile nations first; 
and we see the domination of the Gentiles during the setting 
aside of Israel. 

It began with Nebuchadneizzar and the captivity of Judah, and 
has continued ever since, and will terminate only with the Second 
Advent of Christ, the King of Israel. When the domination was 
transferred to the Gentiles, it was God’s purpose that on€ nation 
should have the supremacy over the rest. This was first delegated 
to Nebuchadnezzar, the king of Babylon; then to Cyrus, the 
Medo-Persian, then to Alexander the Grecian; and then to the 
Osesars of .Pome. The details ojhthe four preceding empires do 
not concern us at present ; we want now to confine our attention 
to the last stages of Gentile domination. The details of this 
fourth world empire arc given to us in Daniel ii. and vii. Daniel 
ii. 40 says this great empire shall be ** strong as -iron; forasmuch 
as iron breaketh in pieces and i^bdueth all things ; and as iron 
hreaketh all these, shall it break in pieces and bruise.” 

Here we see a foreshadowing of the vast superiority of the 
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Empire of Borne over either Greece, Medo-Persian, or the Baby- 
lonian Empires, but note that in the last stages of this strong 
■mighty empire there is to be an element of instability and weak- 
ness, and we are not left in doubt as to what that weakness really 
is, for Daniel ii. 41 reveals the cause of the trouble. ^ 

Dan. ii. 41, And whereas thou sawest the feet and toes pa#.*t 
of potter s clay and part of hnn, the kingdom shall be divided; 
but there shall be in it of the strength of the iron, forasmuch 
as thou sawest the iron mixed with miry clay. And as the toes 
of the feet w^ere part of iron and part of clay, so the kingdom 
shall be partly strong and partly broken. And whereas thou 
sawest iron mixed with miry clay, they shall mingle themselves 
with the seed of men, but they sliall not cleave one to another, 
even as iron is not mixed with clfiy.” 

What is this clay? What does it tyyify? The gold represent- 
ing Babylon stands for absolute sovereignty residing in the 
absolute will of the monarch. The silver and the brgpss showed 
the limitations of the monarchy; first, by the hereditary aristo- 
cracy, and then by the great men of the kingdom and the- military 
party. The further descent in iron showed the further limitations 
of the monarchy by the power of the people. Therefore the 
brittle clay must be something which lessens the power of govern- 
ment still more. Now what can this clay mean but the ** demos, '' 
the power of the people seen in the^ democracy ? The type is a 
very expressive one, for what is more brittle than burned clay?* 
And what is more fickle than Vox Populi 9 Another evidence of 
this is seen in the time of the appearance of the clay; it is not 
in evidence until it appears in the feet period of the vision of 
‘‘ the times of the Gentiles/' Now this is exactly in accord 
with the solid facts of history. The first appearance of the clay 
principle possibly coincided with the great French revolution, at 
the close of the eighteenth century. There had been many a 
revolution in preceding centuries, but they had been merely move- 
ments on the part of the people to dethrone a wicked or tyrannical 
king, with a view to enthroning a much better r^an, which, of 
course? they did not always succeed in doing. But the French 
revolution had characteristics about it that no preceding revolution 
ever had. It was a deliberate attempt by the people to dethrone 
monarchy and seize the sovereignty for themselves. The monarch 
claimed to rule by Divine rigM, which had been the attitude of 
the Gentile kings ever since the days of Nebuchadnezzar till the 
overthrow of German and Eussian monarchies ; our King to-day 
claims to rule by Divine right. Not only did the Flinch revolu- 
tion seek to dethrone monarchy ; but it had a more far-reaching, 
ambitious policy, and that was fo dethrone Deity. It was a revolt 
against the Divine Euler as well as against the ' earthly ruler. 
They denied the existence of God and refused to worship Him,. 
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but set up a goddess of Reason, and placed as her representative 
an evil-living woman on the altar o| Notre Dame. They 
endeavoured to do away with one day’s rest in seven, and sub- 
stituted in its place one day in ten. The French revolutionists 
naturally sought to destroy the Bible; Yoltaire, who fiercely 
attacked the Scriptures, boasted that in a hundred years time the 
Bible would be a forgotten Book; hut the very house in which 
.Voltaire passed away has been used as a publishing house from 
which the Bible has been sent forth to bring light and joy into 
many a French home. 

Ever sinc/s the days of the French revolution these characteris- 
tics which were so strong then have been working like leaven 
through the masses of the people who live in the area, or have 
sprung from the area of the OW Roman Empire, viz., the Middle 
and South of Europe, and the Near East. But let us not forget, 
as w^ study the Times of the Gentiles.” In Daniel ii. we 
are distinctly taught that the iron and the clay will be manifested 
and exist side by side right up to the end, and will not mix. 
So there will be the iron of monarchy and authority alongside 
of democratic principles — the one always opposed to the other, 
so the very end of the Gentile period. 

Revival of the Roman Empire and the Last Days, 

A few years ago such a possibility seemed improbable; but 
the recent War has changed the whole political outlook of Europe 
and the Near East; and there has come into being a League of 
Nations which may easily become the beginning of the revival of 
the ancient Roman Empire. 

Prophecy foreshadows that a remarkable personality must come 
to the fore, a leader of nations and men, and take the position 
of Chairman or President of the future League of Nations. Both 
the 'books of Daniel and Revelation predict such a personality 
to rise in the last days, 

Nebuchadnezzar had the vision of the whole of the Gentile 
world-powers in the form of an image of man, made of gold, 
silver, brass and iron, and whose feet consisted of iron and clay. 
Daniel vii. is an enlargement of Daniel ii., and a close study 
of these two chapters, with Daniel xi., is most important iu 
the light of modern politics in connection with the. League of 
Nations, the restoration of the Jews to Pale.stine, and the new 
kingdoms of Egypt and Mesopotamia. Every politician, whether ' 
Christian or not, should make a close study of these chapters. I 
would now draw attention to some statements in Daniel * vii . 
concerning the last of these four Gentile empires. Daniel vii. 
2, ''I saw in my vision by night, and behold the four^ winds 
of heaven strove upon the great^^ea. And four ^ireat beasts came 
up from the sea diverse one from another. ” The prophet saw a 
^oat storm at sea, and he ..also saw what caused that storm. 
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‘ ‘ The sea ’ ’ in prophecy is always a type of the nations of the 
world, and the storm on the sea shows that there are various 
disturbing influences, overruled by God, for the accomplishing 
of His purposes. You will want to know what evidence I have 
for interpreting “ the sea '' in this way. 

We are told in Eevelation xvii. 2o, The waters which thot^ 
sawest .... are, peoples and nations and tongues,’’ and in 
Isaiah xvii. 12, “ Woe to the multitude of many people which ^ 
make a noise like the noise of the seas.” So Daniel saw the 
waters stirred to a mighty storm. Eising out of the chaos he 
saw four beasts, apparently one following the othei# The first 
three beasts — the lion representing Babylon, the bear representing 
Medo-Persia, the leopard representing Greece; and we want to 
give our special attention to the f 9 urth beast, for that refers to 
the Boman Empire and corresponds with the legs of iron in 
the vision of Daniel vii. 7, 8, “ After this I saw in the night 
visions, and behold a fourth beast, dreadful and terrible and strong 
exceedingly, and it had great iron teeth; it devoured and brake 
in pieces, and stamped the residue with the feet of it, and it was 
diverse from all the beasts that were before it, and it had ten 
horns. I considered the horns, and behold there came a little 
horn before whom there were three of the first horns plucked 
up by the roots, and behold in this horn were eyes like the eyes 
of man, and a mouth speaking great things.” 

All students of the Eoman Empire will recognise this as an 
exact image of Borne, resistless in strength, relentless, pitiless, 
respecting nothing and appropriating everything. Before explain- 
ing what these horns and the little horn signify, let us read on, 
and remember that the words we are about to consider deal with 
the last days of the Gentile period, the very days in which we 
are now living (Daniel vii. 9-12). ” I beheld till the thrones 

were cast down, and the Ancient of days did sit, whose garment 
was white as snow, and the hair of *^his head like pure wool; 
his throne was like the fiery flame and his wheels as burning 
fire. A fiery stream issued and came forth from him, thousand 
tliousancis ministered unto him, and ten thousand stood before 
him, the judgment was set, and the boobs were opened. I beheld 
then because of the great words which the horn spake. I beheld 
even till the beast was* slain and his body destroyed and given 
to the burning flame. As conceigiing the rest of the beasts, they 
had their dominion taken away; yet their lives were prolonged 
for g. season and time.” Then what happens'? The judgment 
was set, and the books were opened. Now what judgment is 
this ? And who is to be judged ? It is living kings and nations 
that are judged. Notice the beast with its horns, and the little horn 
was not slain till after the thrones were set. A close study of 
this vision is most important, for it contains an outline of events 
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that happen right up to the end of the Age. These ten horns 
are only seen in the latter stage of the Beast’s history. What 
follows the slaying of the beast? Daniel yii. 13, 14, I saw in 
the night visions, and behold One like the Son of Man came with 
the clouds of heaven, and came to the Ancient of days, and they 
brought him near before Him. And there was given Him dominion 
and glory, and a kingdom that all peoples, nations and languages 
^hould serve Him. His dominion is an everlasting dominion 
which shall not pass away, and His kingdom that which shall 
not be destroyed.” Here, then, we have a picture of the investi- 
ture of Jesus^Christ as King of kings and Lord of lords. Thus 
sin and evil are judged, punished and dethroned, and Christ 
reigns. Now Daniel, when this vision was revealed, was perfectly 
mystified as to its meaning. 8q in verses 16-22 he asks for an 
explanation. I came near unto one of them that stood by 
and assked him the truth of all this. So he told me, and made 
me to know the interpretation of the things. These great beasts, 
which are four, are four kings which shall arise out of the earth. 
But the saints of the most High shall take the kingdom and 
possess the kingdom for ever, even for ever and ever. Then I 
would know the truth of the fourth beast, which was diverse from 
all the others, exceeding dreadful, whose teeth were of iron and 
of brass which devoured, brake in pieces, and stamped the residue 
with his feet. And of the t^n horns that w^ere in his head, and 
of the other which came up, and before whom three fell; even 
of that horn that had eyes, and a mouth, that spake very great 
things, whose look was more stout than his fellows. I beheld, 
and the same horn made war with the saints, and prevailed against 
them. Until the Ancient of days came, and judgment was given 
to the saints of the most High; and the time came that the 
saints possessed the kingdom.” His curiosity was aroused 
especially wuth regard to the fourth beast and his horn. And he 
is told in verse 23, Thus he said. The fourth beast shall be the 
fourth kingdom upon earth, which shall be diverse from ail king- 
doms, and shall devour the whole earth, and shall tread it down, 
and break it in pieces. And the ten horns are ten kingg, that 
shall arise; and another shall rise after them, and he shall be 
diverse from the first, and he shall subdue three kings. And he 
shall speak great words against the most High, and shall wear 
out the saints of the most High ^nd think to change times and 
law^s, and they shall be given into his hand until a time and 
times and the dividing of time.” Now these ten horns on the 
beast correspond to the ten toes of Daniel ii. ; they are ten kings. 
The Eoman Empire must, therefore, one day be revived politically 
and become a great world power, 4n which will be manifested ten 
kings. 

But some may say, ‘‘ Surely it is impossible for the ancient 
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At any rate it is certain that the Jews are to play a very 
important part in tlie politics of the wory ; and throughout the 
whole of Christendom we see Jews coming to the front as never 
before in their history — in every phase of life, , whether it is in the 
r^jalm of law, politics, art, science, the Press, banking, the world 
oS diplomacy, wherever intellect is in demand there the Jew 
excels, and is exerting an influence far out of proportion to their 
numbers in the w’orld. The Jewish question right up to the 
Second Advent of Christ is to be at the bottom of all world 
unrest, and will eventually lead to the last great war — 
Armageddon A 

Is there to he another War:^ 


That there must be another w^r, all devout students of prophecy 
will agree. The question is, how is it to arise, and when and 
where^wili the war be waged? 

The Bibje leaves us in no doubt with regard to these matters. 
There are very definite signs and indications in the world to-day 
which seem to prepare the way for such an awful catastrophe. 
None of us can say the world is anything like at rest; we are 
only just settling down after the great war of 1914-1918. That 
war changed the W'hole map of Europe and the Near East, and 
has altered the politics of the world. That war, if we read 
prophecy aright is only a preparation for tremendous develop- 
ments. The Scriptures tell us that there are likely to be two 
Leagues of Nations. One comprising the countries existing north 
of Palestine, and the other comprising the nations of the old 
Eoman empire. 

The predictions we are about to consider are of the utmost 
importance in the light of modern political developments. I 
would very respectfully urge that when we read the following 
chapters we shall remember the prophetic axiom that the inter- 
pretation of unfulfilled prophecy is to be guided by the manner 
of the fulfilment of fulfilled prophecy. The Bible contains pre- 
dictions of events that happened hundieds and thousands of years 
after they were predicted, and in each- case they w^ere fulfilled 
literally and minutely, e.g., the scattering of Israel as recorded 
in Leviticus xxvi. and Dent, xxviii., the prophecies concerning 
the first Advent of Christ, His birth, life, ministry, and death. 
All these prophecies were fulfilled in every detail : therefore we 
are to expect just as literal a fulfilment with regard to the pro- 
phecies concerning the Second Advent of Christ and the Great 
Y/ar, that fs to end the times of the Gentiles ” and usher in the 
Messiah, which are predicted in such remarkably detail. ' 

This study is all the more thrilling in the light of the entente 
between Germany and Eussia recently signed and sealed at Genoa. 
Bible Predictions with regard to the next Great 
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1. There are to be two Ijeagues of Nations, 
nations of the north of Europe, with I'ersia and 
other comprising _ nations of the middle and 
within the area of the ancient Eoman Empire. 

2. The cause of the next war will be Palestine 

3. The scene of the next great war 
Jerusalem. 

4. ^ The war will be called Armageddon. 

^^\heu is the Northern League of Nations to come int< 

being? A study of Ezekiel xxxviii. and xxxix. leaves us in no 
doubt on this point. Ezekiel xxxviii. 8, “After many 
daj .... in the latter years ’’ v. .16, “ In the latter days.” 
N.B.— These are unfulfilled prophecies. What is the Northern 
League of Nations going to do? rEzekiel xxxviii. v. 10, “ Thus 
suith the Loi’d God : It shall come to pass in that day that things 
shall come into thy mind, and thou shalt devise an evil device. 
And thou shalt say, I will go up to the land of unwalled villages ; 
u quiet, that dwell securely, all of 
them dwelling without walls, and having neither bars nor gates, 
lo take the spoil and to take the prey; to turn thine hand against 
the waste places that are now inhabited, and against the people 
that are gathered out of the nations, which have gotten cattle and 
goods that dwell in the middle of the earth. ” 

What does Scripture predict with ^regard to the plan of cam- 
paign of the Northern League of Nations ? Ezekiel xxxviii. 1 and 
following, “ And the word of the Lord came to me, saving 
Son of man, set thy face toward Gog, of the land of Magog" the 
prince of Eosh Meshech, and Tubal, and prophesy against him. 
And say. Thus saith the Lord God, Behold I am against thee, 
O Ciog, prince of Eosh, Meshech and Tubal. And I will turn 
thee about and put hooks into thy jaws and I will bring thee forth 
and ail thme army, horses and horsemen, all of them clothed in 
tuii armour, a great company, with shield and buckler, all of 
them handling swords: Persia, Cush and Put with them, all of 
them with shield and helmet: Corner and all his hordes, the 
house of Togarmah in the uttermost parts of the north, and all 
ins hordes: even many people with thee.” Who are these two 
latter . Genesis x. tells us that Corner is the son of Japheth, and 
probably the forefather ’of the Teutonic races. Hebrew words 
have no vowels, and m Hebrew, ,G.M.E. being the root letters of 
both Germanv as well as Corner fvide Eev. C. H. Titterton’s book 
on Armageddon ’’). Togarmah is the son of Corner, geographi- 
eally connected with Annenia, possibly the forefather of the 
Turcoman, or Ti^-k The Northern League of Nations is to com- 
prise, therefore of Eussia, Cermnny, Turkey, Persia, Abyssinla. 
and part of the Sudan. Ezehel xxxviii. 14 reveals how the 
northern nations w;l] act. “ Therefore, son of man, prophesy and 


say unto Gog, Thus saith the Lord God, In that day when my 
people Israel dwelieth securely shalt thou not know it ? And thou 
shait come from thy place out of the utterhiost part of the north, 
thou, and many peoples with thee, all of them riding upon horses, 
a great company and a mighty army. And thou shalt come up 
ag'i^inst my people Israel, as a cloud to cover the land. It shall 
come to pass in the latter days that I will bring thee against my 
land.'’ 

The Fate of the Northern Army. 

Ezekiel xxxviii. 18, “ And it shall come to pass in that day 
when Gog sha?! come against the land of Israel, saith the Lord 
God, that my fury shall come up into my nostrils. Eor in my 
jealousy and in the fire of my wrath have I spoken, Sumly in 
that day there shall be a great shaking (will it be an earthquake ?) 
in the land of Israel. So that the fishes of the sea and the fowls 
of the heaven, and the beasts of the field, and all creeping things 
that creep '"upon the earth, shall shake at my presence, and 
the mountains shall be thrown down, and the steep places shall 
fall, and every wall shall fall to the ground.” 

Further predictions are given to us. Ezekiel xxxix. 1 and 4 and 
12, And thou son of man prophesy against Gog and say, Thus 
saith the Lord God, Behold I am against thee 0 Gog, prince of 
Eosh; Meshech and Tubal. And I will turn thee about and will 
lead thee on, and will cause tfiee to come up from the uttermost 
parts of the north, and I will bring thee upon the mountains of 

Israel Thou shalt fall upon the mountains of Israel, 

thou and all thy hordes, and the people that are with thee, I 
will give thee unto the x^avenous birds of every sort, and to the 
beasts of the field to be devoui'-ed. V. 12, And seven months shall 
the house of Israel be burying of them, that they may cleanse 
the land.” 

What will he the ultimate outcome of Armageddon ? 

The coming of the Messiah as King of Kings and Lord of 
Lords, of the seed of Abraham, of the seed of the woman, David’s 
Greater Son. Ezekiel xxxix. 21, 26, 29, And I will set my 
glory among the nations, and all the nations shall see my 
judgment that I have executed and my hand that I have laid upon 
them.” V. 26, And they shall bear their shame and all their 
trespasses whereby they have tresT;jass€d against me, when they 
shall dwell securely in the land and none shall make them afraid. ” 
V, 29, “ Neither will I hide my face any more from them, for 
I have pour@d out my spirit upon the house of Israel saith the 
Lord God.” 

All this is in beautiful accord with the prophecy of Zechariah 
xiv. 1-5, Behold a day of the Lord cometh, when my spoil shall 
be divided in the midst of thee. For I will gather all nations 
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against Jerusalem to battle, and the city shall be taken and the 
houses rifled, and the^women ravished, and half of the city shall 
go forth into captivity, and the residue of the people shall not 
bo cut off from the city. Then shall the Lord go fortii and tight 
against those nations, as when He fought in the day of battle. 
And His feet shall stand in that day upon the mount of Olives, 
which is before Jerusalem on the east, and the mount of Olives 
shall cleave in the midst thereof toward to east and toward the 
west, and there shall be a very great valley, and half the mountain 
shall remove toward the north, and half of it toward the south.” 
Thus we see Gentile thrones and dominations oveijthrown in the 
coming of the long-expected Messiah, who will be acknowledged 
by all Israel as the One whom they pierced, and tho kingdoms 
of the eartli shall be the kingd(?m of our Lord and His Christ. 

Have we any indication as to what year the times of the 
Gentiles ” come to an end, and when the Lord Jesus is? likely 
to come again? Daniel gives us dates — do they meam anv thing 
to us ? In Daniel xii. 10 he is informed that a day shall come 
when ” the wise shall understand ” the significance of these 
dates. When, then, are these figures likely, to be understood? 
Surely these dates are to be understood in the closing days of 
this age just immediately preceding the Second Advent of Christ. 
Practically everybody will agi’ee that the times of the Gentiles ” 
began about 587 b.c., when the Tefiiple was burned and the last 
king, Zedekiah, was led away into exile. The lengtli of the 
period of the ‘‘ times of the Gentiles ” is given to us in Leviticus 
xxvi. 18, 21, 24^ 28, I will punish you seven times more for 
your sins. ^ I will bring seven times more plagues upon you. 

.... I will punish you yet seven times for your sins I 

wall chastise you seven times for your sins. ” A “ time ” is equal 
to the Jewish calendar of 360 day.s. In Daniel vii. 25, we have 
the oft-repeated phrase, a time and times and the dividing of 
time.” This is equal to 1,260 days. Thus the “ seven times ” 
of Israehs punishment are 360 by 7; 2, 520 ’ prophetic days. 
Numbers xiii. 33-34, And your children shall be \vanderers in 
the wilderness forty years and shall bear your whoredoms, until 
your carcases be consumed in the wilderness. After the number 
O'f the days in which ye spied out the land, even forty days, for 
every day a year, shall ye bear your iniquities, even forty years, 
and ye^^shall know my alienation.” These verses tell us that a 
day ” of IsraePs punishment equals a year. The same year 
day ” is to be found in the sixty-nine weeks of Messiah, the 
Prince, in Daniel ix. 25. These 69 weeks multiplied by 7 equal 
483 prophetic days, which was the exact number of years from , 
Artaxerxes decree (Neh. ii. 5) t# the Crucifixion; or 2,520 days of 
Israel’s punishment equals 2,520 solar years. If we add 2,520 to ; 
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2 Ivirigs XXV. 8, 9, “ Now in the fifth month, on the seventh day 
oi liie month, which was the nineteenth year of King Nebuchad- 
nezzar, king of Babylon, came NabuzaraJan, the captain of the 
guard, a servant of the idng of Babylon, unto Jerusalem. And 
he burnt the house of the Lord, and the king’s house, and ail 
ll|e houses of Jerusalem, even every great house burnt he with 
hi’e. ” 

^ The late Bishop Moule of Durham, who could scarcely be called 
a rash man, declared in an address at Gannon Street Hotel just 
before he died that he believed that we were now near the closing 
days of this ^ge, and that' the Lord Jesus Christ was likely to 
come to this earth some time before 1934. He would not — 
neither would I — be dogmatic as to this date : yet we must all 
believe that Daniel’s figures mus^t have some significance. 

Personally, I believe '' the rapture of the saints ” will take 
place ^ome time before the Lord Jesus comes to this earth. Many 
people believe there will be a period of seven years between 
* the rapture of the saints ” and the Second Coming of Christ, 
and if this is so we must now be on the very verge of the 
rapture of the saints. ’ ’ The Lord Jesus may appear in the air ’’ 
for His saints before 1927. In presenting these conclusions with 
regard to the years 1927 and 1934 as being the dates for the 
Eapture of te Saints and the close of ‘‘ the times of ^ the 
Gentiles, ” I would be as cautious as possible. Our Lord definitely 
forewarned us ‘‘ of that day and hour knoweth no man. ’’ I have, 
therefore, only brought this question to the fore that we may 
realise the solemnity of Jhe days in which we live, and that we 
seem to be living in the very last days. Surely under these cir- 
cumstances it behoves us to be waiting, watching, and working 
for the coming of the Lord Jesus, that we may be ready at any 
moment to appefir before Him. 


Discussion. 

Rev. J. J. B. Coles pointed out that the ordinary explanation 
of the ''Times of the Gentiles’’ was not supported hy^ a true- 
rendering of the Greek of St. Luke xxi. 24. Moreover, a rkerence 
to Rev. xi. 2 showed that there would he a future treading down 
by Gentiles of the Holy City. How then could present events in 
the Near East be brought forward to prove that the “ Times of 
the Gentiles” are now over.^ 

The expression " the revival of the Homan Empire ” is not 
found in Holy Scripture, and is a misleading assumption. Are 
>not North and South America in the world to-day 

Mr. Theodore Roberts found^himself in considerable disagree- 
ment with the Lecturer, but in agreement with the Rev. J. J. B. 
Coles, save as to the future world empire being Jewish, a suggestion- 



•which he woiald like to consider. He had thought that the world- 
ruler, Anti-Christ, would bo a Jew by birth but a Roman or 
Italian by nationality, Just as the present Governor of Palestine 
was an Englishman yet of Jewish race. He did not think the 
Gentile seasons ’’ was as definite a period as the Lecturer mQ^(Je 
out, and he could not accept his year-day theory. «•» 

He did not expect literal fulfilment of the details of prophecy, 
because it was not intended to give information as to the futUFs, 
but the language used must bo such as would be understood by 
those bo whom it was addressed, in order that it might have 
a present moral effect upon them, and so we had ^ prediction of 
swords being turned into ploughshares and ‘‘ spears into 
pruning-hooks, as the present instruments of warfare were then 
unknown. o 

He thought it was clear that the beasts o-f Daniel VIT. could 
not include Babylon, as the interpretation of the dreanf stated 
they were kings which would in the future arise, and'’ that inter- 
pretation was dated in the reign of the last king of Babylon. 
He believed the first three beasts represented Israel, Egypt (or 
the king of the south), and Assyria (or the king of the north), 
the three nations cla&sed together in Isaiah xix. 23-24, and that 
the man^s heart being given to the lion referred to the future 
national conversion of Israel. 

He did not agree with the Lecturer that the clay in DaniePs 
image represented democracy, or that the vox popidi could be 
spoken of as the most fickle form of government. He instanced 
the Swiss Republic and the United States as remarkably stable, 
although democratic, and added that Prance, the most volatile 
of peoples, had remained longer under the democratic form of 
government o-f a republic than under any; of her previous 
monarchical experiments. He thought the clay represented the 
barbarians, who had overrun the Roman Empire and formed king- 
doms, which had never been able to hold together as one empire, 
although Charlemagne and Napoleon had attempted it. 

He called particular attention to the prophecy of Isaiah xviii., 
which ^the Lecturer had altogether overlooked, and suggested that 
the ‘‘ land shadowing with wings beyond the rivers of Cush ” that 
sent her ambassadors by the sea must be identified with the 
British Empire, and that Israel was undoubtedly the '' nation 
dragged away and peeled, terriSle from its beginning onward, but 
meted out and trodden down, whose land the rivers have 
despoiled.’^ (This last expression referred to the way in which 
great popular movements such as the Crusades had been directed 
to Palestine.) the end of the prophecy (verse 7) speaks of this 
people being brought as a present to Jehovah to the place of His 
name. Mount Zion ; which appears to contemplate the restoration 
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of th© J©ws by til© agoncy of a powor outside tlie prophetic earth, 
of whict ure see a small loginning in the Balfour declaration as to 
making a national home for the Jews in l>alestine. 

At the same time he thought w^e ought to put ourselves in 
^e place of the Arabs, who having bec’n in possession for manv 
centuries, naturally resented the incoming of the Jews, who had 
previously inhabited the land, to displace them, just as w-e Anglo- 
Baxons would resent the countrymen of Mr. Lloyd George, as the 
old inhabitants of Britain, turning us out of England. However, 
he believed that the Jews must return in order that the prophecies 
of the last dSys might be fulfilled, and considered that we ought 
to regard the beginnings of this return now before our eyes as 
an indication that the Day of our Redemption was drawing near. 

Lieut.--Col. Hope Biddulph said:— I am in practical agreement 
with this paper, but would like to point out that the historical 
theory, if^taken alone, does not seem to stand firmly. Thus on 
page 168 the writer refers to the “beast” of Rev. xiii. as “a 
man,” while the foui-th beast of Daniel vii. is “ an Empire.” 
Presumably these two beasts are identical, and if this be so, the 
only way to reconcile the divergent interpretations is to allow’ that 
the prophecy may have a double fulfilment, one in which days 
are years, and» the other a literal fulfilment at the end of the age. 

Lord Bacon recognized Tihis possibility when he wrote that 
“ Divine prophecies being of the nature of their author, with 
whom 1,000 years are but as one day, and therefore are not fulfilled 
punctually at once, but have springing and germinant accomplish- 
ments throughout the many ages, though the height or fulness of 
them may refer to some one age.’^ 

With reference to the “ Times of the Gentiles,” 1 have always 
considered that Levi, xxvi., verses 18, 21, 24 and 28, is a very 
uncertain authority for the “ seven times,” or Gentile week. We 
have, however, so many indications of a half week, in 8i times, 
42 months, 1,260 days, and SJ days mentioned in David and Revela- 
tions, that it is not unreasonable to assume that there is a .definite 
week in prophecy of which these form an integral part. However 
that may he, it is at least remarkable that from the first siege 
of Jerusalem by Nebuchadnezzar, either b.c. 606 or 604, till the 
declaration of war with Turkey for the liberation of Jerusalem 1915. 
and the capture of the city by Lord Allenby 1917, is exactly 2,520 
solar years; while the same period measured from the destruction 
of Jerusalem, b.o. 687, brings us to a.d. 1934, the point at which, 
according to Dr. Grattan Guinness and other expositors, the Times 
of the Gentiles are presumed to ^un out. If this be so, we may 
expect to see the Jews reinstated in Palestine as an independent 
sovereign state by 1934. 
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Mr. "W. E. Iveslie said: — For inaiiy years students of prophecy 
have been divided between the Historicist and the Futurist schools^ 
while the unbeliever d^ir^d for none of these things. Now all is 
changed. The unbeliever is within the Church, and he is taking 
a keen interest in apokalyptics. He points out quite correctly that 
the canonical wTitings are part of a larger apokalyptic literatifre 
but he refuses to admit that they are anything more. This 
Modernist school is now dominant in our seats of learning. ^ 

It is to be I’ogretted, therefore, that Mr. Langston has ex- 
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of His second coming, “ Of that day and that hour knoweth no 
man, and neither the Son.^’ It seems to me that from Matt, 
xxiv. 14 and similar passages one may lefitimately argue that tho 
second coming of Christ is near, hut if you argue from a prediction 
and a date, both given in the Old Testament, up to a date for 
|he second coming of Christ, then you are claiming insight into 
a point of Old Testament interpretation where insight was expressly 
disclaimed hy Christ. Probably this point of view did not occur 
to Mr. Langston. I will now ask him to reply to the criticisms 
on his very interesting paper. 


In dealing wdth such a subject as The Times ot the Lentiles m 
Eelation to the End of the Age,’* of necessity there must be various 
interpretations and views. I have endeavoured as far as possible not to 
appear dogmatic in matters that are yet future. 

The attitude I have taken, up, is that of investigation rather than 
prognostication, and I am tho last person on the face of the earth to 
fix a date for the return of the Lord Jesus Christ, and hope that my very 
indefinite language will be looked upon in that light. 

At the same time, we cannot get away from the fact that the Bible 
gives dates, an J surely it is not wrong for us to make a special endeavour 
to find out what they mean, aHid their full significance. 

With regard to the League of Nations ; as a human effort to restrain 
lawlessness and prevent war, I support it with all my heart : but again 




- H 5 ? • ■ ; ' 


• THE EBADBRS FOR WI-IOM MATTHEW WROTE HIS GOSPEL. 179 

. ■ . 't, : 

Mark borrowed from Matthew. Against this may be placed 
several instances in which Mark appears to correct mistakes in 
Matthew. Thus compare the mission of Apostles in Matt. x. 10 
with Mark vi. 8, 9; or the reward of self-denial, Matt. xix. 29 
.with Mark x. 29, 30 ; and most striking of all compare Matt. xxvi. 

with Mark xiv. 39. Mark, it is generally admitted, had behind 
him the evidence of Peter, whose hermeneutes he was. He in 
» opposition to all the other Evangelists, relates that our Lord in 
warning Peter said : * ‘ This day, in this night, before the cock 
•crow twice thou shalt deny me thrice.’' If Matthew wrote sub- 
sequent to •Mark, and transferred almost the whole of the 
second Gospel to his own pages, as Dr. Allen says he did, why 
did he, in making the transference, introduce such a change as 
•omitting twice Especitlly is this a difficulty when we 
remember that Matthew knew that Mark recorded Peter’s evi- 
'denc«, which, on all the incidents connected with this painful 
•episode, was by far the best. If, however, Mark wrote last with 
Matthew before him. he might, on the authority of Peter, make 
the alteration. Dr. iVllen gets over the difficulty by saying: 

Mark s dis is of doubtful authority,” Lachmann, Alford, 
Tischendorf, ^Tregelles, W. and H. retain it; the great 
majority of the uncials have it; it is in the Old Syriac, the 
Diatessaron, ihe Vulgate, and the Peshitta. What motive could 
induce a copyist to introdudb this word and arrange the subsequent 
narrative to suit ? Harmonistic reasons would strongly impel him 
to omit it in the three passages in which it occurs. 

We then venture to maintain that internal, as well as external, 
evidence supports the view of Clement of Alexandria, that Mark’s 
was the last of the Synoptic Gospels tO' be written. 

Patristic evidence contains another element more pertinent to 
our present object ; that Matthew wrote in Hebrew. Most modern 
scholars hold that this means Aramaic. For our present purpose 
this is not important. It is maintained rightly that our Greek 
Matthew presents none of the phenomena of a translation, but 
every symptom of a work' composed in Greek. There is, Ijowever, 
a nearly contemporary analogy in the case of Josephus, 'who, as 
he tells in his Introduction, wrote his History of the Wars of 
the Jews ” first in the “ language of our country ” and then 
translated it into Greek. His history has all the appearance of 
haying been written originally ii# Greek. An author who, having 
written a work in one language translates it into another with 
which he is equally familiar, really composes anew. If Matthew 
did as Josephus, his Gospel would read as if it had been composed 
in Greek. ■ This, if it is correct, explains why the Fathers, in 
quoting the first Gospel, never snow any consciousness that they 
are quoting, not from the original Gospel, but from a translation. 
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To lhTiil 3 ihe external evidence, it is retorted that Matthew made 
merely a collection of our Lord's “ sayings,'’ ta locjia. Against 
this is the fact that theVord logion, which occurs four times in 
the New Testament, never is translated “ saying.” It occurs 
some 60 times in the Ixx., and with one doubtful exception it 
^ .. means either the High Priest's breast-plate or a divine oracle* 

never an ordinary ** saying.” It is a rare word; Moulton and 
^ « Milligan record no instance of it in the papyri. The sayings 

‘ ^ ' discovered by Grenfell and Hunt are never called by the collector 
iogia^ always logoi. Irenaeus regarded what Matthew had written 
i'; as the Gospel. According to the text of Eouth (EeP Sac. i. 13) 

fj' and Gebhardt and Harnack (Barn. Ep., p. 92), Papias applied 

the same term to Mark’s Gospel as to Matthew’s. 

For whom, then, was this Heb]jew Gospel written? The com- 
'-v! ^ mon answer is : For his countrymen in Palestine.” Eeasonable 

''I as this answer seems, we venture to regal’d it as incorrect. In the 

',ll ^ first place, it was not necessary to write in Aramaic foivthe Jews 

I; . in Palestine, as they all, speaking generally, knew Greek. It 

' ' ' seems almost certain that our Lord addressed the multitude com- 

; monly in Greek. Flad our Lord spoken to them in Aramaic, when 

He quoted the Law of the Prophets, He would have done so in 
^ , accordance witli the Hebrew, or at all events with the Targum., 

L- Practically invariably when, in the first Gospel, oul Lord Him- 

self quotes, He follows the Ixx., eveei where it differs from the 
Hebrew. In the narrative when the Evangelist himself is the- 
speaker, the Hebrew is generally followed. Other proofs might be 
produced. When oHr Lord uses Aramaic, it is marked as a pecu- 
liarity. The crowd in Jerusalem expected Paul to address them in 
Greek, but gave more heed when they heard that he was speaking 
in Hebrew. Pilate — or Lysias — needs no intei’preter in his deal- 
ings with the people. The Palestine converts would be as well 
acquainted with Greek as a Belgian with French. 

In the second place, Palestine is a small country; about the- 
size of Wales. Not only so, but as it was incumbent on every 
male to present himself three times a year before the Lord at 
Jerusalem, the Jewish inhabitants were more closely in touch 
with each other than were the members of any other nationality 
of similar size. The fame of our Lord was soon known in Jeru- 
salem, so that early in His ministry Scribes and Pharisees came* ; 
from thence to Galilee to learn more particularly about Him. ^ 
For years after His Ascension there would be no need to write-^ ^ 
or publish any account of His Words or Deeds for the inhabitants; 
of Judea or Galilee. Paul could presume on Agrippa’s •knowledge 
of the history of*our Lord. These things were not done in a 
corner.” t 

It is to be noted, in the third place, that the Christians of the 
first generation expected that their Lord’s second coming would: 
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not be long delayed. They thought that while men of that 
generation were yet living, the “ Son of Man ” would descend 
from heaven in glory, accompanied by thS Holy Angels. As Jews 
they assumed that Judea would be the scene of His glory. 
JThere would not seem to them any need of writing an account for 
4jhe Jews of Palestine of what had taken place during their Lord’s 
life of Humiliation when tiiat Humiliation would so soon be lost 
, sight of in the Glory of His second Advent. 

If not for the Jews of Palestine, for whom, then, was the 
Hebrew Gospel written? Again, we have an analogue in 
Josephus, in his Introduction to his “ History of the Wars of 
the Jews ” he says he composed it ''in the language of our 
country and sent it ... to those of our own nation beyond the. 
Euphrates.” We are apt to f 4 >rget the extent and importance of 
this Eastern Diaspora. Without regarding as perfectly accurate, or 
histc«’ic the picture given in the Book of Esther of the pervading 
presence the Israelites in the provinces of the Persian Empire, 
there are many evidences of the number, size, and the importance 
of the Jewish communities “ beyond the Euphrates.” Josephus 
(Ant. XV. ii., 2), speaking of the later fate of John Hyrcanus II., 
says: ” Hyrcanus, having been brought (into Parthia), Phraates 
the king permitted him to dwell in Babylon, where there was a 
multitude of^Jews.” It must be remembered that the captive>s 
of Nebuchadnezzar were aot the -first carried east from Judea. 
Sennacherib claims (Schrader i. 286) to have led away captive 
from the land of Judah 200,750 persons; when Esar-haddon took 
Manasseh captive he would most likely take others also. The 
successive bands of captives taken by Nebuchadnezzar along with 
those earlier deportations imply a large Jewish community, of 
which only a small portion returned either with Zerubbabel or 
Ezra. 

Although, so long as the Jewish state existed, Jerusalem was 
the QiUa of Judaism, with the capture of the Holy City by Titus, 
and later the crushing of Bar Cochba’s rebellion, the national 
centre of gravity passed eastward till it definitely rested in 
Babylon. The official Targum of the Law, .that of Onkelos, was 
not accepted as such till it had received the imprimatur of 
Babylon. The authoritative Talmud to the present day is Talmud 
Babli, not Yerushalmi. Though this change of centre was not 
completed till the 5th century^ there must have been a large 
number of Jews in those portions of the Parthian Empire that 
abutted on that of Eome as early as the days of our Lord. The 
importanoe of the Jewish community in Babylon was little likely 
to be forgotten while the memory of Hiiiei, who had come from 
thence, was yet green. n 

Even had the apostles . been liable to forget Eastern Jewry, 
Pentecost would have forced it on their notice. There was peace 
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to Nazaretli. He proceeds to show that m both the flight into 
Egypt and the choosing of Nazareth as a residence there was a 
fulfilment of prophecy. Did not Hose^ say: I have called 

my Son out of Egypt,” and Isaiah declare that ‘‘ a branch 
(netzer) should grow out of the roots of Jesse As Jesus of 
i^azareth He was the man of the branch. The Israelites of 
Parthia might be as likely as the scribes of Jerusalem to have 
Jmbibed the prejudice that “ out of Galilee ariseth no prophet 
this Matthew answers by showing that it was precisely in Naph- 
thali and Zabulon that the Messianic light was to shine forth. 
The MissioUfliand Message of the Baptist would be widely known; 
even Josephus thinks it worthy of being chronicled. Matthew 
relates his testimony. It is unnecessary to multiply proofs that 
the writer of the first Gospel iijelates every action of the subject 
of his work to prophecies going before, step by step, to the 
triurAphal entry into Jerusalem and the soldiers casting lots on 
His garments at the foot of the Cross. 

Another peculiarity is manifested in the record of Matthew. 
The Evangelist, assuming that his countrymen east of the 
Euphrates hoped, as did their kindred in Judea, for a royal 
Messiah, calls that time of coming glory a Kingdom. But while 
the other Synoptists designate it the ‘‘.Kingdom of God,” 
Matthew invfiriably calls it ‘ ‘ the Kingdom of Heaven, ' ' or rather 
“ of the Heavens.” In this he follows the reverent practice of 
the Eabbins, who by this synonym avoided the undue obtrusion 
of the Sacred name. It was the same feeling which led the 
Jews to cease, in reading the Hebrew^ Scriptures, to pronounce 
the name of Jhwh, and say instead of “ Lord,” till now the true 
pronunciation is lost. The Jews in Babylon were more under 
scribal domination than were their brethren in Jerusalem. The 
influence of the Scribes was not in Babylon counter-balanced either 
by the party of the Sadduc£ean High Priest, or by the Hellenizing 
tendencies of the Herods. To use this term to describe the 
Messianic glory, is an evidence of the intention of the Evangelist 
to suit his message to his eastern public. 

Further, some rumour of the wonderful works of Jesus of 
Nazareth may have reached the eastern Dispersion. Matthew 
narrates many of these, but in doing so makes his narrative 
subserve his purpose of showing Jesus had loftier claims than 
the Messiah they expected. In one of the first miracles he 
describes, the healing of the paralytic, Jesus before healing the 
sufferer forgives his sins. The force of this is emphasized by the 
objection «f the Scribes from Jerusalem: “ Who can forgive sins 
but God only ? ' ' The implied claim is not denied, but reiterated 
and ratified by the performance the miracle. By the method he 
has adopted in describing the miracle and the attitude of the 
Scribes from Jerusalem, the Evangelist wishes to show that Jesus 
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was far greater than the Messiah they had been expecting. Noth- 
ing had been said by prophets that the Messiah would show 
miraculous powers. Two of the prophets, especially Elijah and 
Elisha, had possessed these powers in some degree, but in nothing 
like the degree and character in which Jesus possessed them^ 
The manner of His works of wonder was fitted, specially htted^ 
to impress those dwelling in a land where magic was practised. 
Jesus healed by no invocation of potent spells, but simply by ar 
touch. In the Apocryphal book of Tobit is seen the way evil 
spirits were exorcised ; our Lord drove out evil spirits with a 
simple word. He raised the dead, and stilled the trempest with 
a word, walked on the waters, and fed thousands with a few 
barley loaves and two fishes. They had expected a conqueror who 
would win an empire by slaughter!?, but a greater is here. 

These miracles give point and emphasis to His teaching. In 
the Sermon on the Mount He assumes a place above Moses. 
Moses in his legislation always claimed the authority Jehovah 
behind him: '' The Lord spake unto Moses, saying ” but Jesus 
enunciated His decisions with “ I say."' But He goes further. In 
the parable of the Drag-net, and still more in the parable 
with which He closes His ministry, the Sheep and the Goats, He 
represents Himself sitting on the Throne of the Most High and 
judging all men at the last day. Matthew, as the other Apostles, 
had come to realise that He, their Master, Who had eaten and 
drunk with them, was Divine. He knew how difficult it was for 
anyone to grasp this mysterious truth; he knew that it was 
only gradually that those who had been with Him had reached 
the comprehension of the nature of their Lord; hence he en- 
deavours to lead those he is addressing by steps similar to those 
by which he himself and his brother Apostles had been led, to 
say each for himself, as Thomas did: My Loi’d and my God.'’ 

Knowing that the Cross was above all the stumbling-block 
which hindered belief in the Messiahship of Jesus, Matthew 
dwells specially on it. The mockery of the soldiers ; their crown- 
ing Him, if only with thorns; their thrusting into His hands a 
sceptre, rif only a I'eed; their enwrapping Him in a purple robe, 
was a recognition, if only in mockery, that He had claimed Mes- 
siahship Above all, was the title on the Cross, in Hebrew, Greek 
and Latin: This is Jesus the King of the Jews." It was 

because he was the Anointed E^ng that He was crucified. His 
miracles had marked Him out as being more than man. Matthew 
relates how marvels accompanied Him to the end. He, like the 
other Synoptists, tells of the mysterious darkness that^enveloped 
the land for three hours ; and of the veil of Temple rent as by a 
mighty hand from the top to tb*^ bottom, " so that the watching 
centurion was constrained to say: Truly this was the Son of 
God." Matthew alone tells how the rocks were rent and the 
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graves were*opened, and how the dead arose when the sufferer with 
a gr^ab cry gave up the ghost. Even in death Be was victor over 
death. 

Had Jesus been merely man, His claim to Messiahsliip had 
elided in disaster with His death. Matthevr shows how, what to 
oiilookers seemed to be His final and absolute defeat, was turned 
into glorious triumph by His Eesurrection. He alone relates 
how the fact of the Eesurrection was only the more emphasized 
by the efforts of the High Priests to- prevent any false resurrection 
being pretended by the Apostles. The sealing of the stone and 
the placing d the watch only the more demonstrated the great 
fact. The Evangelist is careful to forestal the fable by which 
the Jewish priesthood strove to- hide it. Those who were to carry 
the Gospel to Mesopotamia wcmld most likely have heard the 
story. Some one of the eldei's, or perhaps one the soldiers, let 
the tristh slip out. Matthew’s account of the forty days of the 
Lord’s rist^ri life seems scanty. As do the other Evangelists, he 
relates the presence of Mary Magdalene and the other Mary at the 
sepulchre before daybreak, and the vision of Angels, but he alone 
tells of the earthquake and its effect on the Eoman sentinels. 
Other inhabitants of Jerusalem may have been awakened by the 
shaking of the earth, but as these earth tremors are frequent in 
Palestine they** are not noticed unless specially severe. The very 
scrappiness and scant amount of the records of our Lord’s risen 
life as recorded by Matthew, as compared with the fulness and 
orderliness of what has gone before, suggests that this part of the 
Gospel was written on the very morrow of the events. The excite- 
ment, the spiritual exaltation of the six weeks between our Lord’s 
Eesurrection and His Ascension were but little conducive to calm 
narrative. 

That Matthew wrote his Gospel in Hebrew, not for the 
Palestinian believers, but for the Eastern Diaspora is, to recapitu- 
late, rendered probable by the fact that while the former knew 
Greek, and were familiar with our Lord’s history, the latter knew 
little or no Greek, and had no means of being acquainted with the 
career of the crucified Messiah. Further, the events of Pentecost 
were specially fitted to impress the Apostles with the importance 
of Israel east of the Euphrates, 

Have we any evidence that this Hebrew Gospel I'eached the 
readers for whom it was intended? It may be objected that 
the Book of Acts contains no record that multitudes were added to 
the Church through the perusal of an account of the Words and 
Works of J’esus. The silence of Acts is not to be pressed. To . 
conclude, as some have done, from this that at first Christianity 
was confined to the Eoman Empke, is to* forget the very limited 
scope of the Book. It is in no true sense the ** Acts of the 
Apostles/’ It really only narrates the Acts of Paul. What is 
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related even of St. Peter is only what is preparatory io the work 
of St. Paul. It was needful to describe the founding of the 
Church and its early organisation, else St. Paul would have* had 
no starting-point. Peter's visit to Joppa, and cojisequent call to 
Caesarea and the house of Cornelius, is related at great length, 
with his defence of his conduct before the Jerusalem Church, 4l 
to prepare the way for PauPs mission to the Gentiles. If used 
as proof, the silence of Acts proves too much, and, therefor^, 
proves nothing. Alexandria was, out of Greece itself, the centre 
of Hellenism in the Roman World, and out of Palestine, the most 
infiuentiai community of Israelites in the Bmpirq* dwelt there. 
Although there is no word of any Apostle or Evangelist going 
there, early in the second century, Alexandria is the centre of 
Greek Christianity. In regard tp Rome itself there is nO' record 
of tlie time when, or of the persons by whom the Gospel was 
brought thither. When Paul writes his Epistle to the Eorjpians " 
it is to a community of Christians whom he expects spon to visit 
that he writes. If Peter did visit Rome, as tradition has it, there 
is no notice of it in Acts. Even the labours of the Apostle Paul 
are only partially recorded. It is, therefore, not at ail surprising 
that we have no account of the founding of Churches in Meso- 
potamia, any more than any account of Paul's journeys between 
his first and second imprisonment. ^ 

Besides the legends of the Mission of Andi'ew to Scythia, 
and of Thomas to India, and more particularly the legend in 
Isidore that Matthew went and preached to the Parthians, Medes 
and Persians, which may be shadowy memory of his Gospel being 
sent there, there is the Mission of Pant^nus to India. Eusebius 
tells that not only did he find that Bartholomew had preceded 
him in India, but that there were many evangelists, even then, 
zealously engaged in preaching the Word. 

Another element has to be considered. The two Empires of 
Rome and Parthia, even when nominally at peace^ were always 
suspicious of each other, and Parthian subjects were apt, on 
crossing the border, to be arrested as spies, by over-zealous Roman 
omciak. The Jews appear to have been placed on a special foot- 
ing. They were a nation by themselves, but the Christians were 
a people not understood by the Roman police. Then there was 
the ^^rious barrier of language; Greek was little known east of 
tne Euphrates, and out of Palestine Az-amaic was little known 
w^est of it. ^ 

But there is evidence that the Gospel was not without fruit to 
the east of tl^ Euphrates. In the last chapter of his.first Epistle 
the Apostle Peter sends greetings to the Churches of Asia Minor 
t^rom their co-elect m Babyl<^." The grammatically possible, 
but logically highly improbable view, that the suneUehte in this 
passage is an individual woman, Peter's wife in short, may be ' 
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than A.D. 70. We are aware, that in assigning so early, a date 
to fhe Christianization of Edessa we are at variance with the 


dismissed. ^Assuming that it is a Church that through the Apostle 
sends, gi'eetings to other Churches, it is asserted that it is not a 
Chii^iian community in the historic Babylon on the banks of the 
Euphrates, but the Church of Eome that is intended. Except in 
the Eevelation of St. John no trace is to be found in Apostolic or 
p5st "Apostolic times of Babylon being a pseudonym for Eome. 
Babylon was an important city, important enough for Trajan to 
recross the Tigris to besiege and capture it, about sixty years after 
the probable date of this Epistle. There must then have been a 
regular Christian Church in Babylon not later than a.d. 60, over 
which the Agostle Peter was presiding, accompanied by Mark. 
As tlie various Jewish communities in Babylonia maintained a 
close intercourse with each other, it may be assumed as likely 
that Churches would be set up in other Jewish centres, as 
Nahardea and Sura. 

In Qliiistian tradition another city, Edessa, claims precedence 
even of B^y^ylon. According to the well-known legend, the king 
oE Edessa, Abgar, sent a letter to our Lord praying Him to come 
and heal him. In the answer which our Lord sent, Ho promised 
to send one of His disciples after His Ascension to do for him 
what he desired. He concludes with the promise: “ Thy town 
shall be blessed, and no enemy again shall have dominion over it 
for ever.” T%is promise was falsified when (a.d. 116) Lusius 
Quietus captured, sacked and^burned Edessa. Admitting that this 
letter is a forgery, the promise it contains would not be forged after 
it had already been falsified; it must have been written before 
a.d. 136; and long enough before to have got such a hold on the 
people, that even when events falsified it the promise was still 
treasured. The Christian community in Edessa must have been 
both numerous and influential for a prophecy uttered by their 
founder to tak^ such a hold on the inhabitants. The legend pro- 
ceeds to tell that after our Lord’s Ascension, Thomas sent Addai 
to heal king Abgar and evangelize Edessa. Without being com- 
mitted to the truth of this legend, we venture to Iiold that 
Christianity must have been introduced into Edessa not later 
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to the Christianization of Edessa we are at variance with the 
formidable authority of Dr. Burkitt, who would date that event 
in the latter half of the second century-. He arrives at this con- 
clusion on the evidence of the epilogue to the ‘‘ Doctrine of 
Addai,” a document of uncertain tge, which, assuming Addai to 
be the founder of the Church in Edessa, gives him only one 
successor tiJJ Palfit, who, as his predecessor Aggai was martyred, 
is ordained by Serapion, Bishop of Antioch. The Episcopate of 
Serapion lasted from a.d. 190 to ^02. ’ There is something wrong 
in this; either the traditional date of Addai is much too early, or 
‘^'’'Cit’s connection with Serapion is a Hxistake, or there were more 
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Barsamya, one of Palut's successors, was put to death under 
Trajan f but Trajan died a.jd, 117, before Ohristiaiuty was iutm- 
duced into Edessa, according to Dr. Burkitt. Further, in t£e 
account wliich Dr. Burkitt gives of Bardaisan, from Michael the 
Syrian, Hystasp was Bishop of Edessa in a.b. 179 — eleven yeai;s 
before the Episcopate of Serapioii ; he was the successor of Izani. 

An incident falls to be introduced here, which has a bearing, 
not only on when the Syrian Churches were fou)*^ded, but also 
as a Hording a reason why so few notices of them have been pre- 
served, Bishop Medlycott (India and the Apostle Thomas, 18) 
relates on the authority of Bar H^braaus and Assemarii, that in the 
year a.d. 139 Jacob, Bishop of Seleucia-Ctesiphon, sent two 
presbyters, Achadabues and Kam-Jesu, to Antioch, in orctr rhat 
one of them should be chosen and consecrated for the# episcopacy 
by the Bishop of Antioch; this was in accordance with prevailing 
ecclesiastical usage. On their arrival at Antioch, they were 
denounced as Parthian spies and arrested. Achadabues escaped 
and went to Jerusalem, but Kam-Jesu was executed. This unfor- 
tunate occurrence terminated the relationship between the metro- 
politan See of Parthia and the Patriarchate of Arfiioch. It is to 
be noted that there was a fully organised Christian Church in 
Seleucia-Ctesiphon before the date preferred by Dr. Burkitt for the 
introduction of Christianity into Syria. We venture then to con- 
tinue to hold to our opinion that Christianity early found its way 
into Mesopotamia and Parthia. That now it is represented on the 
banks of the Euphrates by a few weak communities of Armenians 
and Nestorinns, and has disappeared altogether from regions fur- 
ther to^ the East, is due, first to the fierce persecution of the 
Sassanide princes, and then to the submergence of the whole 
country under the Hood of Islam, with the sword in the one hand 
and tile Quran in the other. 

It is somewhat confirmatory of our contention as to the destina- 
tion 0 ^ the Hebrew Gospel that it so early and so completely dis- 
appeared from the West, Jerome was the last man who professes 
to have seen a cop}/- late in the fourth century in Palestine. There 

is, as is well known, a translation of the'^New Testament into 
Easteim Aramaic, the Peshitt^, The version of the first Gospel 
in it was sometimes regarded as representing the earliest form of 
the Aramaic Matthew. A more thorough knowledge of the his- 
tory o-f the Eastern Church, and of the Aramaic versions used in 

it, compelled tl>e abandonment of that view. It is recognised now 
that from the beginning of the#third century to the Episcopate of 
Eabbula, Bishop of Edessa (412-435), the Syrian Churches used 
in their Sunday services, not the separate Gospels, but Tatian's 
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Diatessaroii'».in Syriac. As Tatian was a hex’etic, Eabbula com- 
nienoed a crusade against the use of his ^ork in Divine service. 
So siiccessfui has this crusade been, that not a single copy has 
come down to us in Syriac. Two Arabic translations were found 
iu the Vatican Library, and have since been translated. Another 
source . of information is found in the commentaries of Ephraim 
Syrus, accessible to us only in an Armenian translation; Ephraim 
imed the Diatessaron, and quotes from it as he proceeds. Another 
factor in the question, however, had to be considered. Dr. Cure- 
ton ])iiblished, in 1858, a copy of the Gospels in Syriac, represent- 
ing a very miiJt'li older recension than the Peshitta. This discovery 
was emphasized by the discovery some thirty years later of the 
Sinaitic Palimpsest by Mrs. Lewis and Mrs. Gibson, a copy of the 
Guretonian recension. Eabbula<^is credited with having had the 
Gospels translated from the Greek to replace the Diatessaron. A 
comparison of the Peshitta with the Guretonian does not confirm 
this view ; it is rather a revision of the earlier, and so stands to it 
very much as our Ee vised does to the Authorised Version. 

Tins conclusion again brings us into conflict with Dr. Burkitt. 
He holds that Tatian 's Diatessaron, or to give it its Syriac name, 
F.'uangelion-cla-Mehallete, was the earliest form in which the 
Gospels reach td Syria. His view on this matter is conditioned 
by that which he has on th^ date at which Christianity reached 
Edessa. We have, we think, exhibited the insufficiency of the 
grounds on which he- has come to his decision, and have advanced 
reasons for claiming a date much earlier than his for the founding 
of the Syrian Church. On literary grounds the priority of the 
Euangelion^da-Mepharreshe may be shown. The dependence of 
the Peshitta on the Curetonian suggests it as well known. There 
is the difficulty of imagining the occasion for anyone undertaking 
a translation of the separate Gospels to rival the Diatessaron used 
in the Churches. Besides its obvious independence of the text of 
the Diatessaron, there is the impossibility of anyone tearing to 
pieces the Diatessaron, and assigning to each Gospel what belongs 
to it, taking account of the fact that in duplicated narratives the 
slight variations are preserved. The title given to the Diatessaron, 

the Gospel of the Mixed,'’ impeies to knowledge that the Gospel 
existed in separate narratives. Convenience for liturgic purposes 
would easily explain the adoption of the combined narrative, in 
preference to the separate Gospels.^ 

A study of the Curetonian exhibits its strongly Semitic charac- 
ter. This is more marked in the Gospel of Matthew, than in that 
of either Mark or Luke or John. This impression is intensified 
when it is compared with the pajflallel Matthsean passages in the 
Palestinian Lectionary found by Mrs. Lewis. The form proper 
names assume in the latter clearly proves that it has been trans- 
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lated from the Greek. Our Lord is called Yesous, fiot Yeshu’a, 
the Apostle Peter is always Petros, not as in Pt;sJiitta and the 
Ouretonian, Kepha, So with the other Apostles, Matai instead of 
Matij Ya'qobos instead of Ya'qob, and Yohanos instead o/ 
Yohanan, As has already been noted, Dr. Cureton was under the 
impression that in the version of Matthew which he discovered 
he came upon a transcript of Matthew's original Hebrew Gospel. ‘ 
Nearly a score of years ago Professor Hjelt, in Zalnrs 
Forschungen, published a study of the Ouretonian Matthew, in 
which he came to the conclusion that Matthew " is the work 
of a hand other than that which has translated the'bther Gospels. 
The force of Hjelt ’s arguments Dr. Burkitt admits to some extent, 
and fails, as it seems to us, to turn. While differences between 
the Syriac in the version of Mctthew's Gospel and that in the 
other Synoptists are obvious to the careful student ; no one can 
fail to be^ struck wdth the general resemblance in style and mode 
of rendering. ^ This may be explained if Matthew's Gospel was 
much the earliest to reach the East, and, as it did in the West, 
secured ^ a place as a sacred writing before the ‘ arrival of the 
others ; in that case the other Gospels would naturally be trans- 
lated in a similar style. When the missing fragment of the 
Apocryphal book of Esdras was discovered, it wa^translated into ‘ 
the Bible English " of three centuries ago. V 

Whether Dr. Oureton's supposition is correct, that we have in 
the Syriac version discovered by him the original Aramaic 
Matthew or it be a translation from a Hebrew original, does not 
matter for our thesis ; it is very early, and is not translated from 
(■ireek. This, combined with the wlmVE 


xcau iiere. x must coniess that it has never occurred 
> regard St. Matthew’s Gospel as written for the purpose 
ation in the countries ^east of Palestine, but I think our 
has shown good reasons for holding this view Its chief 
ice for us as students of ^the Gospels is the new reason 
gives for the differences between this Gospel a^nd the other 
Gospek, a subject, to my mind, of surpassing interest 
however, believe that Mark’s Gospel was the first written, 
ic IS shown by its commencing sentence, ‘‘The beginning of 
si of Jesus Christ/’ if we remember that the iour evan- 
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gelists were -.always regarded in early days as forming one Gospel. 
I do not myself see why those who spread Christianity in the East 
shoufd require a written Gospel earlier thltn those who spread it 
in the West. 

agree with Dr. Thomson in the reasons he has given for the 
e'«.riiest preachers not requiring any written account of our Lord's 
life, but should think these applied to those who worked in the East 
well as to those in the West. 

I think that the only way in which the verbal similarities in the 
synoptic Gospels coupled with their divergencies can be explained 
is by supposiilg that these three Evangelists made use of a common 
oral tradition. In days when much writing and reading have per- 
manently impaired our capacity' for memorizing, we are unable to 
realize how readily the ip$issima\ verba of long narratives were in 
those days retained in the memory. 

St. Matthew, from his former occupation of tax-gatherer, was 
probably tile most accustomed to writing among the Apostles, and 
therefore, the preparation of a Gospel for the Eastern Christians 
would more naturally fall to him than any other of the Twelve. 

I must say that the lecturer has not convinced me that St. Peter 
wrote (or dictated) his first Epistle at Babylon. I agree with Dr. 
Hort and Prq^essor Jdamsay that this Apostle lived for several 
years at least after the deatlj of St, Paul, and wrote his Epistle 
at a time when the book of Eevelation may have been already 
-current; or il not, at a time when Borne was already known in 
Christian circles as Babylon. I think the early tradition of St. 
Peter in connection with Borne, however distorted, could not be 
wholly without foundation, and I should judge from the districts 
mentioned in his first Epistle that his labours had not been carried 
so far east as Babylon. 

I do not quite understand why Dr. Thomson speaks of the Sinaitic 
Palimpsest discovered by Mrs. Lewis and Mrs. Gibson as a copy of 
the Curetonian recension. I thought it was generally regarded as 
older than what Dr. Cureton published. 

As regards the name kingdom of heaven.'^ I think it is based 
on Daniel iv. 26, after thou hast known that the heavens do 
ruley^' and sets forth the acceptance on earth of the rule of heaven, 
which is at present confined to those /Who acknowledge the One 
seated at the right hand of the throne of the majesty in the heavens 
(Heb. viii. 1) as their Lord and Master. It is important to notice 
that even in Matthew’s record, our Lord changed the name to the 
Kingdom of. God when He was speaking of the time then present 
while* He was on earth (xii. 28), and also when He was speaking 
of the privilege and blessing of^ the Kingdom (xxi. 43). Our 
lecturer has overlooked these instances in saying that Matthew 
invariably uses the title kingdom of the heavens.’^ ' 
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I agree with Ernest Renan’s remark that the Gospel^ of Matthew 
is the most important book ever published in the world, setting 
forth as it does the cEange from Judaism, to Christianity, ’"than 
which there could be no greater event in the history of God’s 
dealings with men. Matthew is the only one of the four Evangelists, 
wiio records our Lord’s prophecy of the foundation of llie Christian 
Church, and gives the formula for Christian baptism. He also 
alone quotes and applies to our Lord’s parabolic teaching the Psalm 
of Asaph, ‘'I will open my mouth in parables; I will utter things 
kept secret from the foundation of the world,” an exact parallel 
with Paul’s statement that the mystery of the Cl^^urch had not 
been made known to men in previous ages. In the great eschatologic 
discourse in Chapters xxiv. and .xxv., we have a more detailed 
account of the second coming of^ our Lord than appears in any 
other Gospel, which also contravenes a merely Jewish view. 

i therefore ask you to pass by acclamation a vote of thfinks to 
I)r, Thomson- c 

Dr. Schofield, in thanking Dr. Thomson for his able paper, 
which he had read with great interest, wished to accentuate the 
doctor’s words on page 182: ‘'It opens by shewing Christ’s legal 
Davidic descent in the throne line.’^ This, as we know, was through 
Joseph, and with this view before him one would sig^pose Matthew 
would leave to others any mention of the fact that Jesus was not 
actually Joseph’s son at all. It is rather remarkable that such is 
not the case, and Matthew gives very strong evidence twice over — 
once directly and the other indirectly — that such was not the case. 
In Matthew i, 20, the Evangelist gives the direct statement as from 
the “angel of the Lord,” that Christ “was conceived (or begotten 
Mary) in Mary of the Holy Ghost,” and this after Joseph had 
found (v. 18) that Mary was with child, as Matthew adds, “ of 
the Holy Ghost.” 

The other indirect statement is the extraordinary character of 
V. 16, which instead of saying, as all through, “ and Joseph begets 
Jesus, who is called Christ,” avoids any such statement, which, if 
true, would certainly be made, by the curious circumlocution, “ Jacob 
begat Joseph the husband of Mary, of whom was born Jesus, who 
is called Christ.” 

The fact that it was to Matthew’s interest to pass over the virgin 
birth in a way that did not concern Luke, renders these two state- 
ments of the greatest importarfte to our Lord’s unique conception ; 
and Matthew himself our greatest witness as to the truth of the 
Virgin Birth, although, for the esoteric account, we must studv 
Luke. 

• « 

The Rev. J. J. B. Coles said Jihat, beyond and above«the interest- 
ing question as to the readers for whom St. Matthew wrote his 
Gospel, was the great object of portraying the glory of Christ in 
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the special aspect as Jehovah’s Messiah. In St. Mark He is 
Jeho:i^ah's Servant, in St. Luke He is Jehovah’s Man, in St. John 
He is Jehovah Himself. It is in this light that the Jewish 
Remnant — after the fchurch has gone — ^will read the four Gospels 
f^oni the Jewish standpoint, in connection with the Old Testament 
jOT'Gphecies. 

“The kingdom of the heavens,” an expression found 32 times 
m St. Matthew’s Gospel, points, as most of us know, to the future 
actual reign of the heavens over the earth under the glorious reign 
of Christ, as foretold by Daniel and by the Lord Himself in Matthew 
xxiv. and xxv. 

The parable of the sheep and the goats should be interpreted 
according to the context. ^ 

Lt.-Col. Mackinlay said: It is, of course, very generally supposed 
that St. Mark’s Gospel in Greek was the first of all; but Dr. 
Thomson i« not, I believe, alone in thinking that St. Matthew 
wrote first, and in Hebrew. Our author claims that St. Matthew 
wrote for the Jews long dispersed in Babylonian dominions ; he 
gives many excellent reasons for these conclusions, which are very 
probably correct, though whether Matthew wrote before Mark hardly 
seems to affect the question. 

Looking at the details of the paper, the differences between the 
Synoptists are hard to explain, particularly the “ dis ” of Mark, 
to which our author alludes on page 179; they may be due to 
various causes, but it is difficult to see how they demonstrate that 
Matthew wrote his Gospel before Mark. 

On page 180 the fact that our Lord quoted the Septuagint looks 
as if He spoke in Greek. But then we have records of the actual 
Aramaic or Hebrew words which He employed on certain definite 
occasions. Apparently, our Lord used both languages ; we ourselves 
have but little practical experience of bi-lingualism in the part of 
the country in which we live, but some Welshmen, our Prime 
Minister, for instance, appear to be equally fluent in their native 
language and in English, and thus able to give an account of events 
equally graphically in either tongue. The labouring countrymen, on 
the other hand, are only at home in their own language, consequently 
the biJingual capacities of a people differ among themselves. 

Why does our author, on page 181 suggest any doubt of the his- 
torical accuracy of the book of Esther ? All will agree that large 
numbers of captive Jews were taken into Babylonia or Assyria in 
Old Testament times, and their^ descendants remained there in great 
measure. ^ 

Pages 182 xo 184 are valuable, and are worthy of careful study, as 
they enumerate many of the distinctive features of the Gospel of St. 
Matthew, specially the ■ fulfilment of prophecy, the Davidic genea- 
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logy of our Lord, His claims to Divinity in forgiving s^ins, and of 
authority in teaching ; ^the record of the symbols 'of kingship at 
the Crucifixion, although given in mockery, tend in the same 
direction. 

The Study of the special features of each Gospel is attracting 
much attention at the present time, and this part of the paper B 
Li useful contribution to this subject. 

On page 181 our author speaks of the shifting of tlie Jewish centra 
of gravity from Jerusalem to Babylon after the destruction of 
Jerusalem by Titus. At the present day, modern Jews observe 
many ceremonies of the Passover not enjoined in tlie Bible, but 
which they declare have come down to them from the times of the 
Jews in Babylonia. 

Now that Mesopotamia has c^me under our influence, we may 
perhaps hope to discover some traces of the Jews and even of the 
early Christians in that part of the woidd, notwithstanding the 
subsequent persecutions of the Sassamide princes and of the Mos- 
lems. We know that in North Africa, though long under 
Mahomedan sway, there are many vestiges of former Christian 
worship and customs. Possibly, similar vestiges may be found in 
Mesopotamia; the features and some of the tribal customs of the 
Afghans resemble those of the Jews in Old Testamei?^ times. 

The Diatessaron is mentioned several times in the paper before 
us ; it aims at being a connected narrative of our Lord's life, or 
a harmony of the Gospels. I happen to have examined a transla- 
tion of it with some little care a few years ago, to see if its 
chronology agreed with that which I had deduced from a study of 
all the Gospels, particularly from that of St. Luke, but agreement 
could not be found, except with that of St. Matthew; in fact, it 
appeared that St. Matthew’s Gospel had been taken as a frame- 
work, and events not narrated by him had been inserted by the 
author in a somewhat careless manner sometimes, being in positions 
quite contradictory to their places in the other three Gospels. Pos- 
sibly, future investigators may find other resemblances between the 
records^of St. Matthew and the Diatessaron. 

Our warm thanks are due to Dr. Thomson for his careful and 
very able paper. 

Rev. F. E. Maush said«: Miles Coverdale, in his translation, 
lays down the following rules in reading any section of the 
Scriptures. These mles are of primary importance: 

It shall greatly helpe ye to understande Scripture, if thou mark 
Not only what is spoken or written, ^ 

But of ♦whom, ^ 

And to whom. ^ 

And what words, 

" -■■■■■■■■■■ At'"what' time " ' "■ 
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Wh^re, 

^ To what intent, m 

With what qircumstances, 

Considering what goeth before, 

m . And what followeth.” 

^We could not have better rules in pondering the Gospel before 
us, Matfcliew was written specifically for Hebrew Christians, but 
generally for all believers in Christ; hence, while the Gospel leads 
us back to David and Abraham in its commencement, its close has 
its Gospel message to all nations. 

The message of Matthew is about the King and His Kingdom. 
All the evangelists emphasize tjiat Christ was crucified as The 
King of the Jews,” but Matthew unfolds the character of the 
Kingdom in the Sermon on the %[ount, and the mysteries of the 
Kingdom in the parables of Matthew xiii. 

There are several oustanding proofs that Matthew’s Gospel was 
written for Hebrew Christians. 

The opening words, “ The Book of the Generation of Jesus Christ, 
the son of David, the son of Abraham,” connects the Gospel with 
the Old Testament, where we find thirteen other generations 
mentioned. 

Thirteen is an incomplete number, therefore we need the generation 
of our Lord to make the double perfect number, namely, twice 
seven. The peculiar thing is, Abraham’s and David’s generations 
are not spoken of, but these several heads are linked up with Christ 
in the New Testament. This fact would be of peculiar interest to 
Hebrew Christians. 

The peculiar designation of the sphere of God’s rule in “ The 
Kingdom of the Heavens ” is confined to Matthew, and occurs 32 
times. “The God of Heaven” is the One who rules, as all the 
Jews believed. 

The definite sentence, “ The end of the age,” is peculiar to 
Matthew, and refers to the end of the Jewish age (xiii. 39, 40, 49 ; 
xxiv. 3; xxviii. 30), which has its consummation after the paren-, 
thetical period of the Church. 

Again, the formula — “ That it might be fulfilled which was 
spoken,” or “ written,” “ by means of the prophet ” — is exclusive 
to Matthew, and also their equivalent, “ That which was spoken,” 
or “it was spoken.” These occur 32 times, and connect the two 
Testaments. «l 

There are many other points which confirm the fact, that the 
Gospel of Matthew was written to Hebrew Christians. The refer- 
ence to the Building of the Church in the future of Christ’s time, 

, and His reference to the judgment of the nations iSecause of their 
i treatment of His brethren accordinf to the fiesh, make it of special 
import to the Hebrew Christians, although its application is to all 
; Grod’s children. \ 
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Mr. Sidney Collett said that the arguments and ^ conclusions 
advanced by Dr. Thoms^on as to Matthew’s account of the Gpspel 
having been written first, did not appeal to^ him. There seemed 
to be too much supposition, hypothesis, legend, and tradition relied 
upon for the argument to carry any weight with him. But that 
was a small matter. ® 

The really serious thing that did matter was the way in which 
the Divine inspiration of the Word of God was ignored, first oh 
page 179, second line, where the lecturer says : “ Mark appears to 
correct mistakes in Matthew ” ; and 'again on page 181 : “ Without 
regarding as perfectly accurate or historic the picture given in the 
book of Esther.’’ r 

Now, if there are “ mistakes in Matthew, and if Esther is 
“ inaccurate ” and “ unhistoric,” then what becomes of the inspira- 
tion of the Bible as is claimed in such passages as these All 
Scripture is given by inspiration of God ” (2 Tim. ijii. 16 ) ; or 
Holy men of God spake as they, were moved by the Holy Ghost ” 
(2 Peter i. 21) ? 

But, in addition to these, there are numberless instances which 
prove conclusively the Divine inspiration, and therefore the minute 
accuracy of the Holy Scriptures. 

Take, for example. Gal iii. 16, where Christ is snewn to be the 
promised seed by the letter s ” in otir authorized translation, z.e.. 
the difference between the singular and plural of the word “ seed ” : 

He saith not, and to seeds, as of many; but as of one, and to thy 
seed, which is Christ.” 

Mr. W. Hosts said : Dr. Thomson’s thought on page 183 that 
Matthew, in his use of the expression, “ Kingdom of Heaven,” 
follows the reverent practice of the Habbis in avoiding the undue 
obtrusion of the Sacred Name,” seems suggestive, and valuable as 
a corrective to certain fanciful distinctions, as they seem to me, 
drawn by some between this and the other phrase, Kingdom of 
God.” There is a difference, of course, but it cannot be profound, 
seeing, for one thing, that the terms are used interchangeably in 
the saihe parables, of the mustard seed and leaven, in Matthew xiii. 
and Luke xiii. The “ Kingdom of Heaven ” would emphasize the 
source of the authority, the kingdom of God, the one who exercizes 
that authority, its sovereign ruler, 

I am afraid I cannot agree ^ith the Chairman, in spite of the 
glamour of Kenan’s name, whom, he calls as witness that the object 
of Matthew throughout is to shew j:he supersession of Judaism by 
Christianity. The ministry of our Lord was confined to the lost 
sheep of the House of Israel, and He warned the twelve not to 
trespass those limits. It seems t^ me a gross spiritual anachronism 
to bring in Christianity into, at any rate, the first 27 chapters of 
Matthew, except prophetically in chapter Xvi., “ I will build my 
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church.” Grace and truth came by Jesus Christ, but that is not 
Christianity, but the principles on which^the Kingdom was to be 
set up. It is important to remember that during our Lord’s mission, 
Israel had not been set aside nationally, the true branches had not 
been severed from the olive tree (see Eom. xi.). They were still 
jn the place of national privilege. Christianity, which recognizes 
no national preference, is incompatible with the Jewish position of 
most favoured nation. The two cannot co-exist. Christianity 
depends on the ascended Christ and a completed Pentecost. Every 
intelligent Jew of our Lord’s time would be familiar with the 
prophet Ban^l. They had no higher critics ” among them to 
explain that Daniel was a forgery ! They knew that of Daniel’s 
four world-empires, three had 'fallen, that they were under the 
fourth, and that what would follow would be the Kingdom which 
the God of Heaven would set up, which would break in pieces and 
consume all the other kingdoms.. What else could the ‘‘Kingdom 
of the Heavens ” announced by the Baptist, by Christ and His 
Apostles, be than that fifth Kingdom. 

It was only when they rejected the Kingdom on the King’s terms 
that the testimony was modified, and works of power — the miracu- 
lous signs of the Kingdom — were largely replaced by words of 
power — prophetic parables expounding the mysteries of the 
Kingdom. w7iat are these mysteries? That a Kingdom should be 
set up in the hearts of the clisciples in the absence of the rejected 
King. This is the present aspect of the Kingdom, “ not meat and 
drink,” that is, consisting of outward rules and rites; but righteous- 
ness and peace and joy in the Holy Ghost, an attitude of heart to 
the absent Lord. 

Mr. Avary H. Eoebes expressed a doubt as to the ignorance 
of Greek east of the Euphrates, which the lecturer assumed. After 
the defeat of the Persians by the Greeks, the latter mixed largely 
in Persian affairs, as enemies, allies or partisans. Many of these 
Greeks remained in Persia. Alexander’s invasion, later on, was 
not that of a vulgar conqueror. He sought to spread Hellenic 
culture in Asia, and amalgamate the East and the West. He 
founded towns along his route, he encouraged his soldiers t5 marry 
Asiatic wives, and set the example himself ; and he induced many 
Asiatics to enlist under his banner. At^Persepolis, he found many 
hundreds of Greeks, who, for some offence^ had lost an eye, a hand, 
a foot or an ear — according to tb,! cruel Persian laws. These he 
offered to send back to Greece, and support them himself. But, 
ashamed of their mutilated ccmdition, they preferred to remain m 
Persia. In’ the Persian armies which Alexander encountered, more- 
over, 'there ^was often a phalanx of Greek mercenaries. These facts 
suggest that Greek was more widel;f understood east of the Euphrates 
than assumed in the paper. 

The Author’s reply’: — I would begin by thanking the Institute 
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for its kindness in receiving my paper in my absence, rand in pro- 

viding one to read it. i i 

To begin with Mr. Roberts, the Chairman.^ I do not think that 
any reason in favour of the chronological primacy of Mark can be 
deduced from the opening sentence of his Gospel— it only meai^s 
that the prophecy of John the Baptist was really “ the beginning or 
the Gospel of Jesns Christ,’^ According to Papias, the early 
preachers in the locality in which he lived interpreted the Hebrew 
Matthew as best teey could. As he belonged to Asia Minor, his 
evidence applies to the West. His evidence in date may be regarded 
as relating to a time which he remembered, but ri^as long past 

B. 70. At that 
ritten Gospel, 
alleged special 
than doubtful. 


time, the Christians had MatTchew as 
c/. the quotations in the Bidache. 
accuracy of Oriental Memories is to me 
Sir William Muir’s account of- the special selected traditions 
concerning Mohammed is evidence of this. Mr. Roberts has 
not advanced any evidence that in Christian circles ” Rome was 
“ known as Babylon.” Clement writes from Rome, not from 
Babylon, to the Corinthian Church. Ignatius, a score or 
so years later, writes to Rome,” not by the pseudonym 
of “ Babylon.” There is an ambiguous phrase in the ascension 
of Isaiah,” which, while capable of being understoodTas identifying 
Babylon with Borne, is susceptible bf another and more logical 
interpretation. Moreover, “the Ascension of Isaiah” is an 
apocalypse,” while the first Epistle of Peter is not. Dunedin is 
a poetical name for Edinburgh. Were I dating a letter so, my 
correspondent would think I had emigrated to New Zealand, unless 
the letter were in verse. Peter, in his epistle, is not an apocalyp- 
tist. While the Sinaitic palimpsest is older than the M.S. discovered 
by Dr. Cure ton, it represents the same recension, as indicated by the 
use made of it by Dr. Burkitt in his Evangelion Ba-Mepharreshe. 

St. Matthew’s Gospel was only “ Jewish in this respect, that it 
was directed to meet the prejudices of the Jews. 

I agree with Di\ Schofield’s remarks on the Matthaean account of 
our L(n*d’s birth. Personally, I think Mary must have had no 
brothers, else they would have taken notice of her condition before 
marriage. She probably was an heiress, whose residence was in 
Bethlehem, but came to bS betrothed to Joseph in Nazareth. As ' 

an heiress, she would be obliged to marry into her own family, 
hence it was necessary that she should accompany her husband to 
Bethlehem. Thus, it was needless^ to show her connection with 
Davidic stem. The relation of the Lucan genealogy with the 
Matthaean has* already been wrought out in the article our that 
subject in Smith’s “ Dictionar: 5 i, of the Bible,” by Lbrd Arthur 
Hervey, Luke’s gives the uatural actual geuealogv, whereas 
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With wl]^at Kev. J. J. B. Coles says I am m agreement. 

I value the agreement which Col. Mackinlay expresses to some 
exte'nt with my thesis, from his careful'’ study of the Gospel of 
Luke. However, it "is the points in which we differ that I have 
at present to consider. My acquaintance with bi-ligualism is with 
Jt as it appears in the Scottish Highlands. The example of our 
Premier is very pertinent. I may have been unguarded in my state- 
ment in regard to the book of Esther, but my reference was te 
'Haman’s statement (Esther iii. 8), in which he calls the Jews “ a 
certain people scattered abroad and dispersed in all provinces of 
thy kingdonn” One need not be anxious to maintain Haman’s 
accuracy. I venture to doubt Col. Mackinlay’s statement that the 
Magi were probably Jews. ,The Jews would not desire to be 
reckoned Magians, nor would' the Magians receive them. They 
were a hereditary priesthood. ^ 

In Rev. Mr. Marsh’s remarks, I am interested, but do not 
find anything to answer. 

To ilr. Sidney Collett’s objection that there is too much hypo- 
thesis and tradition about my theory, I would recall him to what 
I say on page 178, that Papias’ evidence really makes the view 
that Matthew wrote in Hebrew and was the primary Gospel as 
muoli history as is the belief that Marathon was a Persian defeat. 
In regard ten my saying that St. Peter corrected Matthew, I do 
not know how Mr. Collett, would explain how Matthew (x. 10) 
represents our Lord forjiidding “staves” rahdous in Receptus 
(S7ifl?)fa, reshitta), while Mark says, “ Save a staff only.” Again, 
Mattliew says our Lord forbids shoes, “ sandals,” that is,^ whereas 
in Mark the Apostles are bidden to be shod with “ sandals.” These 
differences have all the appearance of being corrections. There are 
many other cases of similar phenomena. If Paul might correct 
Peter’s conduct, (Gal. ii. 11) surely Peter might correct Matthew’s 

statements. . . 

I welcome Mr. Hoste’s testimony in regard to the authenticity 
of Daniel. It is glaringly unlikely that, the Jews of our Lord’s 
day would accept as ancient a book forged so recently as the days 
of the Maccabeans. » , . 

I am afraid I cannot agree with Mr. Avary Forbes in believing 
that Greek was generally known east of the Euphrates. I have in 
this matter the authority of Dr. BurJjitt on my side. He declares 
that the barrier of language is the main reason why we know so little 
of the history of the Eastern Church. It is quite true that Alex- 
ander wished to cause an amalgamation of races when he promoted 
marriages between his soldisrs and Persian women. This would 
not. tend to spread Greek. The children of such marriages would 
speak Pessian. A case in point is to be found in Canada.- Early 
last century, a number of Scotefi Highland soldiers were placed fn 
lower Canada .as colonists. They married French-Canadiau wives. 




645th ORDINARY GENERAL MEETING. 

Held Committee Eoom B, 

THE CENTRAL HALL, WESTMINSl'ER, on Monday, 
June 12th, 1922, at 4.30 p.m. r 

LinuT. -Colonel G. Mackinlay in the Chair. 

The Minutes of the previous meeting were read, confirmed and signed^^ 
and the Hon. Secretary announced the election of Mr. John C. Procter 
as an Associate. 

Lieut, "Goionel Mackinlay, as Chairman, said : Miss Hodgkin has 
been an Associate of the Victoria Institute for several j^ears, and she 
is a constant attendant at the reading of the papers, ^ hut this is the 
first time, she has read a paper here herself. She is not, however, 
unversed in literary matters, as she*^ has written an excellent book, 
Christ in all the Scriptures,” whicl^ not only has a wide circulation in 
English, but has also been translated into Japanese, Chinese, Arabic, 
French and German ; she is also co-Editor of the “Friends’ Witness,” 
which is valued by Bible students!^, containing many articles Vhich 
combat the false teachings of Modernism: this periodical ^ frequently 
quotes the papers of our Institute, and Miss Hodgkin has written a 
good article in the last issue, which draws very favourable attention to 
our “ Tracts for New Times,” a service which only an Editor is able 
to render. We thank her warmly for this help. I will now ask Miss 
Hodgkin to read her paper. 


THE WITNESS OF AECHJEOLOGY TO THS BIBLE. 

By Miss A. M. Hodgkin. 

The little land of Palestine has for centuries been an isolated 
country. Now a network of railways is fast linking it up with 
Bast and West, and it is once more becoming the centre of the 
world. Before long it will be easier for ail mankind to visit 
Jerusalem than any other place on this earth. Its importance 
from a military and from a commercial point of view is realised 
by politicians, but the Bible student sees in all this a fulfilment 
of prophecy. A great future awaits this land. 

In ancient times Palestine was likewise the centre of the 
world. Dr. Masterman writes: — It was in no out-of-the-way 
ccjrner of the earth that the race, through whom revelation came, 
was located by the Divine purpose, but in the very turmoil of 
the strife of nations, buffeted between the smaller nations in the 
immediate neighbourhood— ^the Philistines, the Ammonites, the 
Moabites, the Edomites, the Syrians, and the restless children 
of the Desert, and ground betwixt the interchange of blow upon 
blow between Assyria and Babylonia, or the Graeco- Syrian Em- 
pire of the Seleucidae and Egypt. How small and how weak a 
race they were in almost all their history we realise as they 
two small states, among many others, in the monu- 
ments. And yet God prepared^ this race, as He moulds the 
choicest individual characters, of His saints — in the furnace of 
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affliction. . All light thrown on Oriental ancient history has 
made it increasingly evident how important was Palestine as a 
meeting-place of ail the great civilisatxons and races of the 
ancient world.'’ * ^ 

“ This is Jerusalem. I have set it in the midst of the nations 
md countries that are round about her.” Ezek. v. 5. 

Geographically, Palestine occupies a central position between 
the three continents, Europe, Asia and Africa. Draw a straight 
line from Jerusalem to Rome; then describe a circle with Jeru- 
salem as the centre and this line as the radius. You will find 
that circle iJSkcludes all the great nations of the ancient world; 
the four world-empires of Nebuchadnezzar’s dream — Babylon, 
Medo-Persia, Greece and Rom'S; the great nation of Egypt, and 
all the lesser kingdoms of Jjhe world as known to the an- 
cients.” I 

“ When the Most High divided to the nations their inheri- 
tance, wh«n He separated the sons of Adam, He set the bounds 
of the people according to the number of the children of Israel.” 
Deut. xxxii. 8. The little nation of Israel was set in the 
midst.” It touched the life of these nations at every point, 
and was continually coming in contact with them. Its history, 
as contained in the Bible, is full of allusions to each of these 
other nations? Such allusions are a challenge to the truthful- 
ness of the Scripture record. If we find them proved true by 
the contemporary records of those nations the evidence goes a 
long way to establish the integrity of Scripture; for the work 
of an impostor is not likely to be accurate in its details. 

The lands inhabited by the ancient nations of the world con- 
tain priceless archaeological treasures bearing upon history as 
recorded in the Bible. But till quite lately these treasures were 
inaccessible, from the fact that the inscriptions were written 
in languages which no one living could read. They might be 
compared to precious archives hidden in a locked casket of which 
the key was lost. 

In most remarkable ways one after another of the keys has 
been found, and found at the moment when the archiw?s were 
most needed as witnesses to the accuracy of the Scripture 
record; found, moreover, in such a manner that we cannot but 
regard the discoveries as providential,* rather than accidental. 

Foremost among these keys stands the Rosetta Stone, now 
in the British Museum, discovered in 1798 by a French eugiiieer 
named Broussard, near the** Rosetta mouth of the Nile, and 

Institute, Vol. XLIX. , p. 218. 

— — — r~- I'v':'’ 

* Land of Palestine,” by t)r, Masterman, Jonrnal of Victoria 

t See an "article by Rev, Andrew Craig Robinson, in ‘‘ Priends’ Wit- 
ness,” Vol. X., p 5. 
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Memoir of Sir Henry C. Eawlinson,” pp. 59, 155. 
Monument Facts and Higher Critical Fancies p 
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reported it4o his teacher, Herr Schick, The inscription describes 
the fleeting of the workmen in the tunnel (1,700 feet long) which 
they were excavatin^^ and how they heard each other’s picks at 
work, and cut through the intervening rock. We have in IL 
Ghron. , xxxii. , an account of the making by Hezekiah of what is 
Generally believed to be the same conduit, in order to prevent the 
water supply of the city falling into the hands of the invaders. 

The Greek Papyri, discovered in Egypt, have provided a key 
to tiie better understanding of New Testament Greek. Searching 
for !ircha 3 ological treasures the explorers came across a number 
of mummified crocodiles. The apparent worthlessness of the 
find, and the great number of these crocodiles, so exasperated the 
men, that they broke one oP'them to pieces and disclosed the 
surprising fact that the creature^^was wrapped in sheets of papyrus. 
The result was a systematic search through the crocodile ceme- 
tery, ^and the discovery of many valuable papyri of the second 
century B.C. 

The keys having been found, we can now call upon the 
nations one by one to give their witness to the truth of the 
Bible record. But before doing so, let us see what the land 
of Palestine itself has to give in the way of evidence. 

Dr. Mastwman tells us that, the light thrown directly on 
the Bible by investigations^ in the Holy Land has been out of 
alf proportion to the extent of the excavations, and without 
doubt more important discoveries yet lie hidden under the heaped 
up dust of many ' tells.’ 

The Eev, James Neil, who was chaplain to Bishop Gobat, 
the first bishop of Jerusalem, was in that city in the early days 
of the Palestine Exploration Society, when a band of young 
men under Lieutenant Gonder began operations. Charles Terry 
Di'ake, a descendant of Admiral Drake, was acting as dragoman. 
He was at that time sceptical in his views of Christianity, but 
would exclaim to Mr. Neil, “It is wonderful: here we are, ' 
testing the Bible: as it has never been tested before. Often we. ' 
think we find it wrong; but as sure as we stop about three 
weeks in a place, in every case we find the Bible minutely ac- 
curate.” This went on for about three years, and then Drake 
died at his post, leaving a clear te^imony to his faith in the 
Lord Jesus Christ. 

“ The land and the Book,” Cbntinues Mr. Neil, “ answer to 
one another li^ parts of an indenture. The ancient, 

unchanged life of the Holy Land, its manners and customs, 
nattiral features and colloquial speech — truly ^ a divinely pre- 
erved coTnmentary — every whei;^ throws light upon the letter of 
V Scripture , confirming its verbal accuracy and elucidating 
Tieanincr,” As an instance of this he tells us that there 
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are eight different words for valley in Hebrew, eacji having a 
'distinct techmcal meaning. The Exploration Society invanabiy 
found that the valleys %hey identified corresponded to the *form 
indicated by the special Scripture word in etch case/'^ 

Professor Macaiister’s excavation of the city of Gezei;, 
1902 - 1905 , is another good illustration, in the remarkabk 
number of confirmations of the Bible found in this “Mound 
•of Surprises/’ The same may be said of Jericho. The objecir 
tion has been raised that it would be impossible for an army 
to march round a great city seven times in one day. But this 
objection, like so many others, vanishes on the epot, for the 
ruins of Jericho show it to be a collection of tiny dwellings com- 
pactly crowded together on sucif a scale that you can easily 
walk round the foundations in hajlf an hour or less. 

The Bible is the best Guide Book to Palestine. The fact that 
it was in such request among o^t British soldiers is a pr€)of of 
this. « 

“ Correctness concerning the place of an event is the first 
and most important mark of a true narrative of real happenings 
And there is nothing in ancient history so completely confirmed 
and so universally accepted as the trustworthiness of the geo- 
graphical and topographical indications of Scriptur^-”t 

The Jew and ti^ Aeab. 

There are two living witnesses to-day to the truth of God’s 
Word — the Jew and the Arab — Isaac and Ishmael, both sons 
of Abraham, sharing between them the fulfilment of the promise 
that his seed should be as the dust of the earth that cannot be 
numbered. 

Brothers, alike, yet so dissimilar, the Jew “ scattered among 
the nations,” yet “ not reckoned among them,” “ oppressed 
and spoiled evermore.” The Arab, “ a wild man, his hand 
against every man,” he sojourns but for a time, and rolls up 
his goat’s-hair home, packs it on the back of his camel with all 
his household goods, and is of! with his flocks and herds to 
fresh pasture. He has left no ruined palaces nor inscriptions 
on the monuments ; the next wind of the desert obliterates even 
his footprints on the sand; but* he himself is wdth us still, a 
witness second only to the ^^ew to the truth of the Bible. 

The Witness of ^ncient Babylonia. 

It would be difficult,” writes Dr. Orr, “ to exaggerate the 
brilliance and importance of the marvellous discoveries in Baby- 
lonia. The point which concerns us c hiefly is the extraordinary 

Land,"* Bev. J. Neil, M.A., in* Friends" 
Witness/’ Vol. I., p. 8. 1908. ^ 

Deciding Voice of the Monuments in Biblical Criticism.” bv 
M. G. Kyle, LL.D,, pp. 49, 53. , * , 
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light thrown on the high culture of early Babylonia. Here, 
long nibef ore the time of Abraham, we ourselves in the midst 
of cities, arts, letters, books, libraries; and Abraham’s own 
age — that of Hammurabi — was the bloom tide of this civilisation. 
Instead of Israel being a people emerging from the dim dawn 
of barbarism, we find in the light of these discoveries, that it was 
a people on whom from its own standpoint the ends of the 
^arth had come. ... I read sometimes with astonishment of 
the statement that Babylonian discovery has done little or 
nothing for the confirmation of these old parts of Genesis. 

Take th^it old tenth chapter of Genesis, the * Table of’ 
Nations.’ Professor Kautzsch, of Halle, a critic of note, says, 
of that old table, ‘ The so-callfed Table of Nations remains, ac- 
cording to all results of monumental exploration, an ethnogra- 
phic original document of the first rank which nothing can 
replacb.’ In this tenth chapter of Genesis, verses 8-10, we^ 
have certain statements about the origin of Babylonian civiliza- 
tion. We learn (1) that Babylonia is the oldest of civilizations; 
(2) that Assyrian civilization was derived from Babylonia; and 
(8) strangest; of all, that the founders of Babylonian civilization 
were not Semites, but Hamites — descendants of Gush. Each- 
of these stat^ents was in contradiction to old classical notices 
and to what was currently believed till recently about those 
ancient people. Yet it will not be disputed that exploration has. 
justified the Bible on each of these points. Assyria, undoubtedly, 
was younger than Babylonia; it derived its civilization, arts, 
raligion, institutions, all that it had, from Babylonia. Strangest 
of all, the originators of Babylonian civilization, the Accadians, 
or Sumerians, were a people, not of Semitic, but apparently of' 
Turanian or what the Bible would call Hamitic stock. 

'' The transformation of opinion is revolutionary. The effect 
has been most marked on archseologists themselves. Sayce, 
Hommel, Hal4vy, all formerly advocates of the critical view, 
have abandoned 

The cuneiform script of the Babylonians was not only the- 
language of diplomacy and commerce, but the vasf corre- 
spondence which has come down to us on the clay tablets shows 
that letters passed to and fro among ^he common people on the- 
most trivial subjects. Evidence has been found of the establish- 
ment of a postal system in Babylonia extending to its Palestine- 
province in the days of Naram-Sin, many centuries before the 
time of Abraham.*'*' * 


The Fundamentals/' Vol. VI. ^ p. 90. 

)r. Orr, “ The Problem of the Old Testament,’^ 
The Deciding Voice of the Monuments/* p. 84 
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f Prof. Sayce iir ** Monument Facts 
35, 42. 

** - V.L;» Vol XLVIL, p. 337. 
Homiletic Eeview/' 1910. 

Prof. Sayce, ‘‘ Monument Facts/' 3 
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fore, exist with the Babylonians and Assyrians, out gave place 
to a clever and attractive cosmological theory. , . . Notwith- 
stancfing all that Freethinkers and others may say, it tv as not the 
source of the Creation story in Genesis, which remains on a 
pinnacle all its ownC'"^’* 

C In a discussion in the Victoria Institute in 1912, Mrs. 
Maunder, who is an authority on Babylonia, made the follow- 
ing statement: — To speak of these writings as being influenced 
by Babylonian conceptions, when there is no trace of Babylonian 
sorcery in them, is to speak in. ignorance of what Babylonian 
conceptions r^ealiy were. The whole Bible is clean as driven 
snow from the Babylonian imprint.’' 

The account of the Deluge ^ the book of Genesis is cited by 
the critics as being perhaps tl^e strongest instance of a com- 
posite narrative, m which the stories of the two hypothetical 
writer^, the Jehovist,” and tjke “ Blohist, ” who wrote, ac- 
cording to^ Dr, Driver, in the “ early centuries of the mon- 
archy,” are combined together. Here the Babylonian Story of 
the Flood steps in as a witness. It goes back in its present 
form to the age of Abraham, and when we compare it with the 
ncrnunt in Genesis we find that it agrees with both the so-called 
Jehovistic and Elohistic writers. As therefore the Babylonian 
account of tlfb Deluge agrees with the Biblical version as a 
whole, and as it goes back »to an age long anterior to Moses, it 
proves that even the narrative in which the marks of composite 
authorship are supposed to be clearest is not really composite. 

In the ' critical ’ theory of the origin of the Biblical narrative 
of the great catastrophe, archaeology thus compels us to see 
only a philological mirage.”^ 

The history of the campaign of Ohedor-laomer against Sodom, 
in the fourteenth chapter of Genesis, has been questioned as 
historically impossible. But the very names of the kings men- 
tioned in that chapter have been identified, the Amraphel of 
Genesis proving tp be the Hammurabi who was reigning in 
Babylon at the time. Prof. Sayce says ** It is one more illus- 
tration of the fact that ' critical * difficulties and objections 
commonly turn out to be the result of the imperfection of our 
own knowledge. Archaeological "research is constantly demon- 
strating how dangerous it is to question or deny the veracity of 
tradition or of an ancient record ^until we know all the facts.'' 

There is only one admissible test of the authenticity and 
trustvrorthiness of an ancient^ record, and that is an archaeologi- 


Prof, Pinches, ‘ The Babylonijm Creation Stories in ‘‘ Friends’ 
less.'’ Vol. II., p. 5. 

X‘lrch?eoioi/ical Facts^’ Prof. Sayce. pp. SO, 49, 55. 
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cal test — in other words, the test of ‘‘ contemporaneous evi- 
dence.” “ Wherever ,, archaeology has been able to tes^, the 
negative conclusions of criticism, they have dissolved like a 
bubble in the air.”* 

The Witness op Egypt. "" 

Fresh to-day, as when they left the hand of the painter, the 
frescoes on the ancient tombs of Egypt give us a complete 
picture of the life in that far ,off time. The vividness of the 
colouring is a true reflection of the fascination thjijt the stories 
of Joseph and of Moses had for us as little children. The whole 
atmosphere of Egypt was real ai^d living to us. We could not 
have put it into words, but we felt we were in a different land 
from Canaan. Pharaoh's bakemeSts, his cup, the great river, the 
rushes, the frogs, the locusts, the seven kine — ^fat-fleshe^ and 
well-favoured — the brick-making, the treasure cities, ^the gran- 
aries — all these made up the Egypt of our childhood’s imagina- 
tion, and they are there true to life as revealed in the monuments 
and the frescoes of the past. There is hardly a sentence in the 
Bible account which we do not find reflected in some form 
through modern discovery. They answer to each other as the 
wax impression answers to the engraving on a serl. 

The value of this sense of atmosphere, or imagery, in its 
witness to the truth of the Bible, is well brought out by Dr. 
Kyle. Imagery supplies flesh and blood and the breath of life 
to the picture, and something more — it supplies that which in 
a person we call the countenance. And when we find the 
imagery of a book correct, it goes a long way to commend its 
trustworthiness by giving it a good countenance. 

How could a writer living hundreds of years later, in a 
country many miles away, have drawn a picture so accurate in 
its minutest details? The account could only have been written 
by one who had lived amidst the scenes described. Moreover, 
the presence of a number of Egyptian words m the Pentateuch, 
without" any explanation of their meaning, is evidence that those 
for whom it was written could understand Egyptian. The word 
'' abrek ” correctly translated ** bow the knee ” in the Bible, 
was long a puzzle to scholars as they assumed it to be a Hebrew 
word, and it seemed to bear no relation to Hebrew. But it is 
an Egyptian word, and therefore was familiar enough to the 
Israelites. It remains in the living speech of Egypt to-day; 
when the Arab wishes his camel to kneel he says, ** abrok 1 ” 
The fact thal? the throne of Egypt was occupied by an ‘alien 
and Semitic race — ^the Hyksos, Shepherd Kings — not men- 


* Prof. Sayce, “ Monument Facts,” pp. 60, 14,*' 11, 25. 
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tioned, for jt was well known by the people fq^ whom the account 
was' written. But it explains several things which otherwise 
would have been unintelligible to us, such as the royal reception 
accorded to Abraham, and again to Isaac; it accounts for the 
mention that Fotiphar, a high official was an Egyptian ; for 
dioseph's instruction to his brethren to tell the king that they 
were shepherds, and for the king making them rulers over his 
gattie. 

The Egyptian colouring of the dreams is striking. Formerly 
the mention of wine was used to discredit Genesis, as the culti- 
vation of the wine and its use in Egypt was denied by Herodotus. 
But the frescoes picture the vintage in all its details, even to 
the grapes being pressed into<5» Pharaoh's cup as he holds it in 
his hand, just as recorded in the chief butler's dream. 

The whole process of baking is also portrayed, down to the 
carrying of the ‘ * bakemeats ' \ in baskets on the head. One 
record despribes the chief baker as delivering more than a hun- 
dred thousand loaves at a time for the use of the royal house- 
hold. 

Pharaoh’s dreams were exactly calculated to make the deepest 
impression upon him. The Nile was the life of Egypt, on its 
overflow depended the fertility of the land. The gods Osiris and 
Isis, symbolized by a bull and a cow, were associated with its 
rise and its overflow. They were sometimes represented as 
accompanied each by seven cows. Seven-eared wheat was well 
known in Egypt. 

The plagues which were sent upon Pharaoh were directed 
against the gods of Egypt. The conflict was thus in reality a 
war between the powers of light and of darkness. 

On the walls of a tomb at Thebes there is an accurate picture 
of such bondage as the Israelites endured. The features of the 
workmen seem to be Semitic. All the processes of brick-making 
are represented, including the Egyptian task-master with his 
rod, and he is saying to the workmen, The stick is in my 
i:f:Fand^\;:'be mot :Mle.:'^ ^ ^ V \ 

Pharaoh's treasure cities, Pithom and Eameses, are men- 
tioned on the monuments, and the remains of both have been 
discovered. 

Each reference in later Bible hist(3:y to kings of Egypt fits 
with the monarch known to be reigning there at that particular 
time. 

Professor Petrie's discovery of the site of Tahpanhes, a forti- 
fied palace and outpost on the borders of Egypt, is a remarkable 
confirmation of Jeremiah's account of his forced flight thither. 
*t the entrance of the fort Pro^ Petrie found a large platform 
‘ ^’"‘ckwork, and he writes This platform, or mastaha, is 
unmistakably the brickwork, or pavement, which is 
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■at the entry of Pharaoh’s house in Tahpanhes. Here the 
Sremony described by Jeremiah (of hiding the stone J took 
place before the chiefi of the fugitives assembled on the 'plat- 
form- and here Nebuchadnezzar spread his'-royal pavilion, ihe 
very nature of the site is precisely applicable to all the events. 

The predicted overthrow of this stronghold occurred ^ 
suddenly that Prof. Petrie found the kitchen with the prs in 
their accustomed place, and even the fish bones , 

scullery sink. 

The Witness oe the Hittites. 

We are told in the Second Book of Kings (vii. 6) that when 
the Syrians were camped about*- Samaria and the Lord s,en_ a 
panic among them, “ they said one to another, ^“8 

of Israel hath hired against us the kings of ^the Hittites and the 
kinsrs of the E^ptians, to comp, upon us, 

At one time this statement was discredited as bem^ altogether 
unhistorical. The Hittite Empire was unknown^ m history, 
and it was considered evidence of the greatest ignorance to 
compare the Hittites for a moment with the power of Egypt. 

But by means of the hieroglyphics of Egypt and the cuneiform 
inscriptions, this lost empire has been brought to kght. ihe 
pictures on the monuments have made us fanf!*liar mth the 
Hittites or Kheta as the Egyptidhs _ called them, with their 
ugly faces and peaked caps; -with their snow boots, turned up 
at the toes, and their long fingerless gloves, witnessing eloquently 
to the cold of their northern home among the mountains of 
Kappadokia and Taurus; and their own sculptures disoOTered 
in Asia Minor and various other regions, show that the Egyp- 
tians did them no injustice in their representation of their 

features. . i • u r 

This long-forgotten nation existed nineteen centuries before 

Christ, and lasted for more than a thousand years. It extended 
its sway from the .ffigean in the west to Lake Van in the east, 
with Carchemish as its capital. It pushed southwards through 
Syria ^and Palestine and proved a formidable foe to Egypt. 
During the long reign of Bameses the Great there was a cease- 
less struggle between the two nations , bringing disaster and 
ruin on the cities of CanLn, their land being devastated by the 
hostile armies. We can un<|erstand now why the Canaanites 
ofered so slight a resistance to the invading Israelites . 

When a lasting peace was concluded with Bameses, its con- 
ditions show that ‘‘ the great^king of the Hittites ” treated on 
equal terms with the great king of Egypt, and thq. treaty was 


* See XJrquhart’s ** Biblical Guide,” Vol. VHI., p. 101. 
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sealed by ijie marriage of the Pharaoh with the daughter of the 
Hittite king.* ^ 

‘"’Hittitesl Hittitesl ” With these words a young school- 
master used to be greeted by the boys whenever he came into 
ij^eir class-room. For he had fired their imagination by stories 
of this great empire, recovered by the monuments from oblivion; 
and they were always eager to hear more. If only the children 
m our schools, and the theological students in our colleges were 
taught the facts of archaeology instead of the theories of '' higher 
criticism,’' there would be fewer lives shipwrecked through the 
undermining «of their faith in God’s Word. 

In dealing with the history of the past,” writes Professor 
Sayce, we are confronted with two utterly opposed methods, 
one objective, the other subjective, one resting on a basis of 
veritable facts, the other on the unsupported and unsupportable 
assumptions of the modern sch^plar. The one is the method of 
archgeology, the other of the so-called ‘ higher criticism.’ Be- 
tween the two the scientifically trained mind can have no 
hesitation in choosing. ”t 

Eardmans, successor to Kuenen at Leyden, ” definitely and 
absolutely breaks with the Wellhauseh School of criticism, 
chiefly on the ground that archaeology has discredited their 
critical view^int, and made impossible, indeed absurd, the 
historical atmosphere with ^hich they surround the Old Testa- 
ment. He says, ' To sum up in conclusion, I believe that an 
explanation of the text from the standpoint of the old Israelitic 
thought will lead to a reformation in Old Testament criticism. 

The Witness op Edom. 

The romance of travel and exploration centres round a city 
the very site of which was lost to the civilized world for cen- 
turies. ‘‘ A rose-red city, half as old as time,” a city hidden 
away in the heart of Mount Seir; a city not built but hewn out 
of the sides of the many-coloured sandstone rock — such is 
Petra, or Sela, the strong city of Edom, mentioned under 
various names more often in the Bible than any other city 
except Jerusalem. ^ 

The refusal of the Edomites, the ^descendants of Esau, to 
allow the Israelites to pass through their territory, led to a per- 
petual feud between the two nations. Their malignity in 
joining with Nebuchadnezzar in sacking Jerusalem led to the 


‘ “ JThe Hittites, The Story of a Forgotten Empire, Prof. Sayce. 

t “Monument Facts and Higher Critical Fancies,*’ Prof. Savce, 
17, 18. ^ , 

J “ The Deciding Voice of the Monuments in Biblical Criticism,” 
Kyle, p. 15. ^ 
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prophecy of Obadiah against their land. There shall n^t be 
any remaining to the Jp^ouse of Esau : for the Lord hath spoken 
it/' At the present day it is impossible to identify any remnant 
of the Edomites. Mr. Arthur Sutton, aftSr his visit to Petra, 
wrote as follows: — It is a very solemn experience to stanjJ, 
as we stood, amidst such desolation, and witness all around bs 
the accurate fulfilment of the prophecies, foretelling God's 
righteous judgment upon peoples who have long since passed 
into eternity. "t 

The Witness of Moab. # 

Among the numerous silent witnesses to the truth of the 
Bible narrative, none is more femarkable than the famous 
Moabite Stone. Almost every Jine of the inscription has some 
link with the geography or history of the Bible, illustrating 
many points which had been obscure. It records the wars of 
Mesha, king of Moab, with Omri, king of Israel, and with the 
Edomites. It is full of references to the national god Ohemosh, 
which the Bible repeatedly tells us was the god of Moab. The 
name of Jehovah occurs on the monument. 

The stone answers an objection which has been made with 
respect to the antiquity of certain portions of thp^ Bible written 
in acrostic form, be^nning with the twenty-two letters of the 
Hebrew alphabet in its old Phoenician characters. It was con- 
tended that several of these letters had not been invented at the 
date assigned to these Scriptures. But the Moabite Stone 
presents the same twenty-two letters at a period even earlier 
than those portions of Scripture. 

Bishop Walsh concludes his account of this stone in the fol- 
io wing words: — ^ 

** Mesha 's haughty chronicle on the stone of Dibon was 
written to glorify himself, and to vaunt against the name and 
the people of the Lord; but it survives to bear witness of 
Jehovah’s power, and it comes forth after the lapse of nearly 
thirty,, centuries, as an unexpected and unintentional witness to 
His truth,”* 


The Witness op Assveia. 

The witness of an enemy is sometimes more telling than thi 
of a friend. Such an enem/ the countries of Israel and Juda 
found in the mighty Assyrian Empire, fierce, cruel and relen 


t “ Friends^ Witness,'* Yol, I, 
* Echoes of Bible History,” 
248. 
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Dr. Orr ^says, It is a striking fact that there is hardly a 
single point of contact with foreign pow^s in the period of the 
kings* which does not receive illustration trom the monuments,” 
This is especially ?he case with regard to Assyria, The black 
obelisk of Shalmaneser, now in the British Museum, represents 
Jtihu, king of Israel, prostrating himself before Shalmaneser 
in the act of paying tribute. It records between twenty and 
thirty campaigns of the great Assyrian king. Three of these 
were against Benhadad and a fourth against TIazael, kings of 
Damascus, all of them agreeing^with Bible history. 

“ Considering the countless millions of persons and events in 
those ancient millenniums, the wonder is that, among the com- 
paratively small number mentmned in the Bible, any of them 
should have appeared in archseo^ogicaT research.”*' _ 

We notice this again in the inscriptions of Tiglath-pileser III.» 
under -ftwhom the Assyrian Empire rose once more into power. 
He mentions six kings who are named in the Bible. It was he 
who introduced the new policy of carrying away captive ^ to 
Assyria the original populations of conquered countries, placing 
■ in their stead populations likewise carried from a far distance, 
over whom he placed Assyrian officials. We have a well-known 
illustration of this in the case of Samaria. 

Writing of "^Sennacherib and Hezekiah, Prof. Sayce says: — - 
The Assyrian and the Biblical accounts supplement om) 
another. Sennacherib naturally glosses over the disaster that 
befell him in Palestine ... but he cannot conceal the fact that 
he never succeeded in taking the revolted city or in punishing 
Hezekiah as he had punished other rebel kings, nor did he 
again undertake a campaign in the west.”t 

The excavations at Nineveh have proved its vast extent and 
confirm Jonah’s estimate of it, just as we have already seen the 
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sal dominion till the Stone cut out without hands shall smite 
the image, and He sha<U come whose right it is, and take ^unto 
Him His great power and reign, and the earth shall be full of 
the glory of the Lord as the waters cover the sea. 

The Second Babylonian Empire. ^ 

If the critics can be said to have been entirely unanimous 
about anything, that one thing is their common judgment reo 
garding Daniel. Its supposed late^ date — about 168 b.c. under 
Antiochus Epiphanes — and its Unhistorical character, have been 
confidently asserted. But Assyrioiogists have a good deal to 
say about this matter, and much that has been set down as 
fable turns out to be fact. 

The presence of certain Greel^ words in this book were held 
to make it impossible for it to have been written until ‘‘ after 
the dissemination of Greek influences in Asia through th«^ con- 
quests of Alexander the Great.” The supposed Greek words 
never numbered more than eleven, and now, through the pro- 
gress of the study of languages, the words that are actually 
Greek have been reduced to the names of two, or at the most 
three, instruments of music. It was held that it was impossible 
for these instruments to have found their way into Babylon in 
B.c. 600. But the widespread intercourse between East and 
West before that time is now fully ^admitted, and Prof. Petrie, 
speaking of the city of Tahpanhes in Egypt, with its Greek 
colony, says that ‘‘ probably many a Icaithros, psanterin, and 
sumphonyaJi^ as they called the Greek musical instruments, had 
been traded over to Jerusalem, and were well known before we 
find them in Jewish literature.”^ -Moreover, the seven-stringed 
harp, invented by the Greek poet Terpander, is sculptured upon 
a monument of AssurbanipaTs. That monarch died in 625 b.c. 
Thus we have certain knowledge that it reached the Babylonian 
court within twenty-five years of its invention ! t 

The personality of Nebuchadnezzar has been familiar to us 
from childhood, but the book of Daniel is the only literature 
that gives it to us. There we see his regal spirit, his love of 
display, his pride in his buildings; and the fact that, though an 
idolater and a polytheist, ^et he brings the sacred vessels into 
“ the house of his god/' as though he were a monotheist. 

The character thuS drawn ^ abundantly confirmed by the 
monuments.' He has one favourite god, Bel-Merodach, and his 
inscriptions are mostly occupied with praises of this deity. 

‘ VMerodach, the great lord, has appointed me to the empire of 

* “ Egypt and Israel,'' p. 88. ^ 

t See Urquhart's “ New Biblical Guide," ^^1. VIII., p. 249. He 
quotes from Lenoriuant. 
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the world.*’ The rest of his inscriptions neariy all relate to his 
immense building operations. “ To astonish mankind, I re- 
constructed and renewed the wonder o? Borsippa, the temple 
of the seven sphei-e^ of the world. ’ * The boast is echoed in the 
book of Daniel. Is not this great Babylon which I have 
built for the house of my kingdom, by the might of my power, 
and for the honour of my majesty? 

« The Arabs have been using, and still use the ruins of Babylon 
as a huge quarry, carrying tiff the bricks to sell to others for 
building purposes. Nine out o4 every ten of these bricks are 
stamped witSi the name of Nebuchadnezzar. Specimens may 
be seen in the British Museum. 

The palace school at Babykin, the fact that captive princes 
were trained there; the court ^ustoms of officials, the enumera- 
tion of the different classes of the wise men of Babylon; the 
Babyionian imagery of the dreams and visions; the garments 
mentioned; the method of punishment for impiety against the 
gods by burning alive in a furnace, and of casting men to the 
lions as an instrument of royal vengeance — all these details, re- 
corded so vividly in the book of Daniel, reappear in the records 
of the monuments of the great city of Babylon. 

How could a writer of fiction in the second century b.o. pos- 
sibly have r^roduoed so faithful a picture of the life of a city 
in the seventh century b. 8. when the civilization of that city 
had been overthrown for four hundred years? 

The Empiee of Medo-Persia. 

The second world-empire was a double one, corresponding to 
the breast and arms of the image, and to the ram with two 
horns of Daniel’s vision (Dan. viii. 20). “ The ram which thou 

sawest with two horns are the kings of Media and Persia.’' 

Who was “ Darius the Median ”? He is unknown in 
secular histor}'. ^There was a coin in use among the Persians 
called the Daric^ A note to a play by Aristophanes says that-^ 
the Varies were named not from Darius the father of, Xerxes, 
but from another more ancient king/' A new dynasty no doubt 
made a new coinage expedient. The Eev. Andrew Craig 
Eobiiison, in his intei^esting paper ^for the Victoria Institute 
last December, brings out very clearly hig view that Xenophon 
and the cuneiform inscriptions -^are agreed in telling us that 
Darius is Oyaxares, the uncle of Cyrus, and that he shared the 
double kingdom with his nephew. Prof,. Pinches, who was 
actihg as chairman, said that the Babylonian inscriptions only 
speak of Hobryas — there is no^ reference to Oyaxares as either 
king or. even governor of Babylon.” But be added that further 
discoveries in the Ea15t may, however, modify his conclusions. 
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translations of Hebrew, has been greatly modified if not aban- 
doned by the recent discoveries of Greek papyri among the 
rubbish heaps of Egypt, The uneart^ling of business letters 
and documents, pri'^ate epistles, even love-letters, ill-spelt peti- 
tions and accounts of Greek-speaking farmers in upper Egypt, 
have proved that these idioms are those of people who could not 
by any possibility have been brought under the influence of 
Hebrew thought. 

The papyri have given us the everyday language of the com- 
mon people of that time, and though it differed from classic 
Greek, it ha4 a widespread, varied and cultured usage.* It 
was the language by which the Holy Spirit could make Him- 
self understood everywhere b^Hthe masses to whom His revela- 
tion came/' (Moulton). We^ may well believe that the fact 
of the New Testament being written in Greek implies that the 
SpiritftOf God handed the Trutl^over to Gentile custodians when 
the Jews^as a nation had rejected their Messiah.! That lan- 
guage, wuth its power of conveying delicate shades of thought, 
its precision, and flexibility and rich fulness has become the 
channel of divine revelation to us in the New Testament. 

When Greece went forth, under Alexander the Groat, to 
conquer the East, the union of oriental and occidental was at- 
tempted in ^ery city in western Asia. None of these cities 
seems to have been so successful as Tarsus, in establishing a 
fairly harmonious balance between the two elements." It is 
from this fact that Sir William Eamsay tells us that " Tarsus 
was the city which should produce the Apostle to the Gentiles." 
''Only 'a Hebrew sprung from Hebrews’ could be the 
Apostle of the perfected Judaic faith; but he must be born and 
brought up in childhood among the Gentiles, a citizen of a 
Gentile city, and a member of that conquering aristocracy of 
Romans which ruled all the cities of the Mediterranean world. 
The Apostle to the Gentiles must be a Jew, a Tarsian citizen 
(i.e., a Greek) ai^d at the same time a Roman." 
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The Empiee op Rome. 
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Luke has been described as, “ rather provocative as a his- 
torian," " provocative of criticism, and never in error." He is 




in constant touch with the great' Roacian Empire, its cities, its 
institutions, its governors and officers. Ajre these allusions ac- 
curate, or are they full of blunc?ers? 

The fascinating writings of^Sir William Eamsay have answered 
his question. He has brought the test of archseol'ogy to bear 
on it, and unhesitatingly places Luke '' among the historians 
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of the first raiik.”'^ In his latest work, The Bearingrof Eecent 
Discovery on the Trustworthiness of the New Testament, he 
has taken us into his confidence and told us the series of events 
which brought about this complete change in his opinions; for 
he began as a disciple of the critical school and was “ under** 
the impression that the history [of the book of Acts] was*” 
written long after the events, and tiiat it was untrustworthy as 
a whole.” _ *' 

The candour of such eminent scholars as Prof. Sayce and Sir 
William Eamsay in confessing 'cheir changed attitude towards 
the criticism of the Old Testament in the one case? and of the 
New Testament in the other, through the discoveries of 
archtBology, goes far to prove tKe importance of that science 
and the value of its testimony, r. 

Sir William Eamsay ’s life has been devoted to the study of 
Eoman institutions in Asiatic Greece and the influence of Asia on 
the Graeco-Eoman administration; and it \\'as there on the spot in 
the comparatively unexplored wilds of Asia Minor that he found 
his preformed opinions to be wi^ong. He found Luke’s history 
to be ” unsurpassed for its trustworthiness.” No other traveller 
had left an account of the journeys he made across Asia Minor, 
the narrative of PauPs travels placed in his hands a document 
of unique and exceptional value -to guide his invesngations. 

The fact which first opened his eyes was finding that Luke 
was coiTect — instead of, as was supposed, grievously mistaken — in 
stating that Paul and Barnabas fled over a frontier into Lycaonia 
from the city of Iconium, Thereby implying that Iconium was 
not situated in the province of Lycaonia in the year 50 a.d., but- 
that it was a city of Phrygia. A change of boundary was made 
early in the second century when Iconium was included in 
Lycaonia, and there ceased to be a frontier between Iconium 
and Lystra, thus proving that Acts xiv. 6 could not have been 
written later. 

„ So small a fact as this changed Sir William^ Eamsay ’s whole 
outlook, and step by step he followed up the clue. The evh 
dence,”''he says, “ to test all important history, and especially 
the Old and New Testaments, eigsts, and can be discovered with 
patience, knowledge, ingenjjity and money.” 

‘‘ Every incident described in the Acts is just what might be 
expected in ancient •surroundi^?gs. The officials with whom 
Paul and his companions were brought in contact are those 
who would be there. Every personas found just where he ought 
to be: proconsuls in senatorial provinces, asiarchs in Ephesus, 
strategoi in Phuippi, politarchs in Thessalonica, - magjcians^and 
soothsayers everywhe re. . . . Tile variety is endless, as real life 
* “ Paul the Traveller.*’ 1895, p.~4] T ” 
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is infmitdiy varied, . . . Legal proceedings are taken against 
Paul aiid his friends in many places, and accusations have to be 
made in each case according to the forms of Eoman law. The 
accusation varies in each case; it is nowhere the same as in 
-lany other city; yet it is everywhere in accordance with Eoman 
'‘forms. ^ “ In Jerusalem and Palestine Luke’s language is far 

more Hebraistic in type, in Athens it has Attic flavour : in the 
‘’Greek world generally Luke has the general dialectf. . . . The 
whole account of Paul before the Areopagus is expressed by Luke 
in the tone and style and larlguage in which the action was 
transacted. ? . . The scene is bathed in the light of Attic suns. ” § 
But if Luke is provocative as a historian in the Acts, he is 
much more so in the opening “^ords of the second chapter of his 
Gospel. In Luke ii. 1-3, “ th,ere are four statements about the 
action of the Eoman Imperial Government which the critics of 
the Mew Testament pronounced to be incredible and false.”*! 

” Therreason,” Sir William Eamsay writes, ** for the feeling 
of triumph on the part of many critics lay, of course, in the 
desire to discredit the superhuman element in history. Their 
hostility to Luke arose out of their refusal to admit the super- 
human element in the government of the world, ”** 

It was confidently declared that Augustus never ordered any 
general erirolment,” or census. That even if he did it would 
not have extended to Pale^ine. That even if a census had been 
held in Palestine it would not have been necessary for Joseph, 
and still less for Mary, to go up to their own city of Bethlehem 
to be enrolled ; and, further, that Quirinus never governed Syria 
during the life of Herod. 

From archseological discoveries in Egypt and in Asia Minor 
every one of the statements by Luke has been proved correct. 

Discovery confirms the correctness of all the facts that Luke 
mentions regarding the census and its manner and its dates. . . .ff 
He gives us a very striking picture of a splendid piece of govern- 
mental work. 

Sir William Eamsay brings out the skill of Luke as* a historian* 
m contrasting the religion of freedom with the power of Imperial 
Eome, destined for centuries to contend with each other. ‘‘ The, 
man who cannot see the splendour of this passage must be blind 
to the spirit of history. Augustus, "^the mighty Emperor, and 
Mary, with her infant child, are § et over against one another. ’’tff 

* “ The Bearing of Recent Discovery on the Trustworthiness of the 
New Testament,” p. 97. ^ 

t p. 96, 

§ 7). ?>140. 
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The surrounding facts are matters of history, and canJae proved 
on historical evidence, Ij^t the inner truth moves on a higher 
plane, it proves itself to the soul of man. No man can make 
historical investigation take the place of faith.®. . . Yet it is not 
without its value to have the truth of the concomitant circuni- . 
stances demonstrated. One must remember that Christianity • 
did not originate in a lie, and that we can and ought to demori” 
strate this, as well as to believe it. . . . The evidence is there if • 
we look for it/'* 

It is an arresting fact that ei»en in His birth the Founder of 
that religion is tossed hither and thither at the comiaand of the 
Emperor. And with what result? Only the triumph of Jesus. 
His poor Mother must travel far ko Bethlehem ; and the Child 
was there born ; but all that the I^mperor achieved was to stamp 
the Child as the Fulhller of prophecy and the promised Messiah. 
As in the death of Christ the sa^jcastic statement of His cyime 
which Imperial policy placed over tlim, was a placard blazoning 

■ ^ Him to the world as the King of the Jews; so in His birth the 
k , Imperial order which drove the unborn Child to Bethlehem quali- 

fied Him to be the Governor, who should be the Shepherd of 
/j. Israel."! 

Thus, in considering the circumstances of the miraculous birth 
and of the death of our Saviour, we are brought bacE once more 
fr to the Holy Land, to Bethlehem and* to Jerusalem. We have 

■ ; already seen that " When the Most High divided to the nations 

their inheritance. ... He set the bounds of the people accord- 
;} • ing to the number of the people of Israel." He set the little 
nation of Israel in the midst of the ancient world. But His Cross 
is the great central Fact. It was by no mere chance that Pilate 
was impelled to write the inscription in Hebrew and Greek and 
Latin — in Hebrew, the language of religion, in Greek, the lan- 
guage of learning, in Latin, the language of power. That Gross 
is still to the Jews a stumbling-block and to the Greeks foolishness, 

^ but unto us who are being saved it is the powgr of God. Our 
Lord said, / For I, if I be lifted up, will draw^ all men unto Me." 

As we dock forward to the future, our expectation still centres"" 
on the Holy Land. For when '' the Desire of all Nations " shall 
come, His feet shall stand upon^the Mount of Olives which is 
before Jerusalem on the E^si and in that Day the Lord shall 
be King over all the eaj^th, and of His Kingdom there shall be no 


DISOUSSIOJ^T. 

)iiE Roberts iJaid : — ^We are indebted to Miss Hodgkin 
(thei^ facts which are known to many of us bilt ^ 
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apparently-, unknown to the so-called Higher Critics. These men seem 
like horses working in blinkers, occupied wholly with their subjective 
criticism and taking account neither of archaeological discoveries, nor 
common sense, nor lindeed of the opinions of any who deny their 
conclusions, whose views they wave aside by such expressions as “no 
scholar now maintains.” 

I should like to refer to the statement on page 205 that the original 
Babylonian civilisation was Hamitic, as also was the case with Egypt. 
If we compare the present representatives of the negro race with the 
achievements of that race in ancient times, whether in government or 
literature, w<^ must recognise that the race has greatly declined. Evolu- 
tionists might well consider whether analogy drawn from this history does 
not prove that a similar decline awaits the other races of mankind. Apart 
from the Christian hope, the prospects of the human race are certainly 
not encouraging. 

With reierence to what Miss Hodgkin says on page 208 with regard 
to the atpiosphere of the stories of the Pentateuch, I was noticing recently 
how Scott had failed in “ Woodstock ” to interpret the true character of 
Cromwell and the Puritans as now brought out by the researches^ of 
Caidyle, Gardiner and others. If this is true of the greatest of novelists 
writing only at a distance of 150 years from the time he is describing, 
how can we account for the scribes of the Babylonian capitivity giving 
us what wasithe atmosphere of Egypt many centuries (according to the 
higher critics) before they wrote? 

Kef erring, in conclusion, to pages 219 and 220, 1 should like to imagine 
the surprise of Augustus Csssar had he been told that his chief title to 
immortality would lie in the fact of a certain peasant boy being born 
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one illustration of the fulness of Bible words, namely, the Hebrew 
word for atonement, rendered camphire ” in the Song of 
Solomon (i. 14). We ^ are told by preachers sometimes ^that* 

atonement means at-one-ment, but, from the iise of the word, we 
see it means to cover, as in Genesis vi. 17, where both the verb and noun 
are rendered ‘‘pitch.” As the ark was covered within and without witl^ 
pitch, so the believer in Christ is covered by His atoning sacrihce, as 
the Irish boy said, “ God does not see me nor my sins, for I am covered^ 
by Christ’s atonement.” Beconciliation, or at-one-ment, is the outcome 
of the atonement, but the atonement of Christ is a work done for us, 
and that work is complete, perfect, eternal, satisfying, ai^ independent 
of' us. ■ ■ ■ 

Lieut. -Colonel G. Mackinlay said : — The subject of the testimony of 
archeology to the Bible is of great importance, and Miss Hodgkin’s 
paper is well up to date with its appeal to solid and indisputable facts, 
only made available during recent years. 

I hope this paper will stir us ^il up to- regard this subject'* more 
carefully and fully. Following the example of one of our senior Vice- 
Presidents, Canon Girdlestone, I would recommend two hooks, one fairly 
modern and the other quite recent. Both are by very distinguished and 
very learned men, and both are written in an interesting manner nnd 
■easily understood by the general reader. Both are cheap; they are: 

“ Monument Facts and Higher Critical Fancies,” by Prof. Sayce, 1904, 
published by the B.T.B., and “ The Law^of Moses,” by Prof. Edouard 
Naville, of Geneva, translated into English with a preface by Dean 
Wace, 1922. Published by Thynne. 

Miss Hodgkin gives many useful concrete examples of mistakes 
made by modernists during recent years which have been corrected by 
the results of archseological research, such as the objection that Moses 
•could not have written the Pentateuch, as it was thought that writing 
was not known when he lived, and that in his uncivilised times a code 
of laws could not have been brought out. We now know that inscribed 
clay documents were employed by the Babylonians long before the days 
of the Exodus. And the discovery of the laws of Khammu-rabi, at a 
^date anterior to Moses, contradicts the other assertior? of the modernists. 
She gives m*any other instances of the same nature, including sev ^ra J- 
in the l^ew Testament : it is striking that the investigation of the 
discarded contents of Egyptian ruj^bish-heaps have contradicted the 
conclusions of modern profes^rs. Their disproved assertions are not 
now repeated; but unfortunately we do not hear acknowledgments of 
their mistakes. • ^ 

Miss Hodgkin has a very decided gift of expressing her truths in an 
interesting and finished manner, and I ^strongly support the suggestion 
of Mr. Oke that this pape*r should be printed for general readers and 
circulated as wideTy as possible. ^ * 

I will now propose, by acclamati«n, a hearty vote of thanks to Miss 
Hodgkin for her valuable paper. 

(Carried unanimously with applause.) 

* ' 
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HET^D m THB CONFEHENCB HaLL, CEN^pRAL BUILDINGS, WESTMINSTER, S.W., 

Olf MONDAY, JULY 3rd, 1922, AT 4.30 P.M. 

The Very Rev. Henry Wage, D.D., Dean of Canterbury — President 
of the Instittite — in the Chair. 

The Minutes of the previous"^ meeting -were read, conhrmed, and 
signed, and the Hon. Secretary announced that the following had. been 
electe<i since the last meeting : — fAs Members, G. Babington Michell, 
Esq,, O.B.'E., G. H. Judd, Esq'., F.R.G.S., M.R.A.S. ; as Life Associate, 
Albert Hiorth, Esq., C.E. ; and as Associates, Miss Barbara P. Harper 
and Robert Duncan, Esq., M.B.E. 

The Chairman then called on The Rt. Rev. Bishop J. E. C. Welidon, 
D.D., Dean of Durham, to deliver the annual address, on “ Modernism.” 

ANNUAL ADDRESS. 

MQDERNISM. 

By the Rt. Rev. Bishop J. E. 0. WEiiiDON, D.D., 

. Dean of Durham, 


It is the fashion of the. present day to disparage, if not to 
despise, the Victorian era. Yet the Victorian era was one of the 
great periods in British histoi-y. What names can the 20th 
century show or hope to show in comparison with such names as 
Peel, Gladstone, Disraeli, Bright, Tennyson, Browning, Dickens, 
Thackeray, Macaulay, Carlyle, Ruskin, and George Eliot, Darwin, 
Hooker, Lyell, Adams, Kelvin and Lister, Newman, Keble,^ 
£usey, Liddon, and Spurgeon, Leighton, Millais and Landseer, 
Davy and Stephenson. It has often been a surprise to me that the 
three reigns of women, Queen Elizabeth, Queen Anne and Queen 
Victoria, should have been signalise4 by the most conspicuous 
achievements in war and in peace, in literature and in science. 
Queen Victoria’s reign is not unworthy to stand beside, although 
in time so long after, Queen Elizabeth’s. 

But the feature which labove all others distinguishes the 
Viotpnan age is man’s ever-increasing command pver Nature. It 
will be enough to enunierate some few of the scientific discoveries 
which then enriched human nathre and life, such as the locomo- 
tive steam engine, ch^ap literature, photography, electricity, and 
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as its results the electric telegraph and telephone, the safety lamp 
the spectroscope, ansesljhetic and antiseptic medicines, the motoj 
car, the aeroplane, and, last of all, the cinema. I can think of nc 
fact more remarkable than that the means Cf locomotion shoulc 
have remained virtually unchanged from the age of the Phara^^oh! 
to the age of Queen Victoria, and that then within one generatioj 
the civilised world should have passed, as the late Lady Lorotiij 
Nevill was fond of saying it had passed in her own experiencst 
from stage-coaches to aeroplanes. ^ ^ 

The consequence 1 ’ — 

whole ,19th century 
age of scientific discovery, 
a peculiar name 


saying it Had passed 

mes. ^ 1 j 

has been that the Victorian era, and indeed the 
has come to be generally regarded as the 
It is science which has given the age 
and fame; it is s^^ience which has stamped upon 

the age a special character. . . ^ 

I have sometimes thought that^tlie spirit of science in the l^^th 
century invaded territories which^are not properly its own. ^Thus, 
science affected literature. Literature is not a science H^t an art. 
It is in its nature selective, not exhaustive. Like painting or 
sculpture it chooses its subjects with a discriminating^ taste. An 
accurate portraiture of a dunghill is not artistic; it is the very 
denial or the contradiction of art. But science admits no reserves, , 
no delicacies. Whatever is or appears to be the truth, science 
must find it out and speak it out. Its one object is^cnowledge; it 
scorns the veil which art throws (rver knowledge. Even in 
biography it aims at recording a man’s whole life from his birth to 
his death; not an act of his, not a speech, I had almost said not 
a letter is omitted. What a contrast is presented by the ancient 
masterpieces of biography, e.g/.^ by the Agricola of Tacitus; may 
i not reverently add, by the Gospels themselves 1 The author of 
the fourth Gospel concludes his narrative by telling of the many 
other things which Jesus did, the which, if they should be 
written every one, I suppose,'’ he says, “ that even the world 
itself could not contain the books that should he written,” but 
he does not tell them, and although he does not tell them, his 
Gospel hap enthralled the interest of the world. 

Again, science has invaded the province of morals. It is 'Wfiil 
to consider that creeds are the parents of deeds. Fifty years ago it 
was commonly assumed that, whatever might be the processes of 
human thought, moralitjf, like civilisation, was immutably 
assured. But what js morality? It is impossible to judge- the 
moral effects of one intellectu^ or spiritual order by the lives of 
men who have been educated under another. Society is -not 
uniform all the world pver ; there Is a Mohammedan society, a 
Hindu society ,^a Buddhist society as well as a Christian so«iety 
But Christian society cannot exist apart from the Gospel and the 
Person of Jesus Christ. Oth^fr foundation can no man lay than 
that is laid, which is Christ Jesu^. ” The hnd-marks of Christen- 
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dom He grdained, He established and He alone maintains and 
upholds. It is not difficult to-day to obsj^rve how, in such degree 
as the nations of Europe reject or neglect His authority, they 
drift, as in instancf?is like the sanctity of marriage and the purity 
of the home-life, into a moral system which is different from His 
^nd may be opposite to His, and which, if it remains, must stand 
upon some other basis or principle than His. 

The survival of the fittest as an article of the Darwinian faith 
is the antithesis to the Christian benediction of the poor, the 
humble, the suffering, the afflicted. It is not a moral doctrine 
at all. The kte Professor Huxley saw and in his Eomanes lecture 
owned that it did not, and could not, justify Christian morality. 
For it means the triumph of the strong, it means the suppression 
of the weak; it means the vjorship of the super-man or the 
super-nation — ^that worship which has made Germany the 
cursenof the world. Niet 2 :sche?>in his wildest hours sinned only 
by applying the Darwinian theory to international life. To-day 
the civilised nations of the world exhibit a reaction towards 
Christian morals. The Conference at Washington, and, indeed, 
the League of Nations, is a rebuke to the theory of the mailed 
fist. It seems as though by a striking paradox the triiimph 
of Christ’s moral law in international life is beginning just when 
it seems to failing in social and even in personal life. But 
be it so or not so, there oaffi be no doubt as to the absolute differ- 
ence between the law of science and the law of the Gospel; and 
the law of morality, as Christians have always understood it, 
depends not upon science, but upon the Gospel of Jesus Christ. 

The spirit of science then, or of natural science, as it is some- 
times called, was in the 19th century triumphant. Its incursion 
into the domain of letters and morals was an unmistakable evi- 
dence of its triumph. In its new-born pride it set no limit to its 
authority. The new heaven and the new earth of which men 
had dreamed, or at least the new earth, would, it was assumed, be 
created by the invsentions of scientific research. Science, looking* 

S n the world as it had been and as it was, conceived the 
icious idea of revolutionising all the many activities of human- 
thought. ^ 

It was in this spirit that science '•attacked the problems of 
ancient history. Literary criticism began to breathe a scientific 
air. For science does not merely observe and collate facts; it 
often asserts a hypothesis, which is itself a bold effort of imaginar 
tion ; then it examines whether the facts do or do not agree with 
the feyspothesis, and, if they do agre'e, it acoepts^the hypothesis 
as true- That was the way in which Descartes dealt with his 
theory of vortices; Copernicus with his of the revolution of the 
heavenly bodies; Newton with his of gravitation. There is no 
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„iubt that science in its loftiest flights, no less than art« demands 
the exercise of the imaginative faculty. The literary criticism 
of which I am speaking found its proper home in Germany; for 
.e Germans, as Madame de Stael long afo saw, are more 
.4nly addicted to theories, and more strongly affected by them,, 
than any other European nation. Wolf set to work upon the dis-* 
solution and reconstruction of the Iliad and the Odyssey. He 
broke up each of these poems into a number of disjointed ballads;* 
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. then he recombined them in the name of Homer ; but his Homer 
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■' was no- more than a mere namo. The extraordinary effect of 
AVolf’s treatise was due to its coincidence with the new 
; spirit or temper of literary science. Then Niebuhr followed suit 
by attempting to re-write all the eairly chapters of Eoman history. 
He believed himself capable of discriminating between truth and 
falsehood in that history. He traced it backwards to a number of 
ballads corresponding with the Wo^fian ballads or rhapsodies, rsuch 
ballads as Macaulay tried to reproduce in his well-known Lays 
of Ancient Borne. How far Niebuhr attained success or failed 
in attaining it is still an open question; but it is probable 
that the reaction against his conclusions has been stronger than, 
against his methods of arriving at them. Still the history of 
ancient Borne according to Niebuhr is not the traditional history, 
but something widely different, and that something (^termined by 
upon the priifciples of natural science. 
Time passed, and it brought the inevitable consequence. The ^ 
spirit of re-writing poetry, or history passed from Homer and i 
Livy to the Bible, and especially to the Old Testament. In its 
' first repi'esentatives, men like Eichhorn and Ewald, it assumed a 
form of reasonable moderation; but the transition from them to 
AVellhausen and Weizacker marks its progress towards extrava- 
gance; for as it acquired fresh courage, it aimed at re-writing, 

I might almost say at inverting, the history of the Jews. There 
was really no limit to its audacitv. It was not content with 
^splitting books like the Pentateuch or Plexateuch into fragments 
'after the manner of AVolf’s ballads; but at the hands of such a 
critic as^ the lat^ Dr. Cheyne it aspired to fix the dates not only 
of particular books, but of particular chapters and even verses 
in the same boo-k. Dr, Cheyne ’s method of treating the Psalter 
and the prophetical books falls little short of insanity. Germany 
was the centre of tbs' new critical school, which somehow arr 
gQ>ted to itself the title of the higher criticishi; and iii Germa 
itself the centre df the School wa^ Tubingen. Nobody de-: 
the industry br the acumTeii of Ferdinand Christian Baur. 
nobody to-day, 1 think, ^bceptg^ his theory bf the Pauline epistle 
Tet the professors of Holland Switzerfand could not or w 
lidt kg behind the profeslhrs bf Germany: Leyden and 
bame th'e rivalS of Tubingen. The zenitlfor the nadir of , 
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criticisin was reached, I suppose, in the Encyclopaedia Biblica, 
-especially in those articles in which iDr. Schmiedel practically 
repudiated every passage and verse of the four Gospels, except 
half-a-dozen expressions which happened to coincide with his own 
I arbitrary conception of our Lord’s Personality. 

In my estimate of this wild literary criticism I do not profess 
to speak as a theologian ; I speak as a scholar. It has been my 
^ fortune during many years to be concerned with classical scholar- 
ship; and I say there is not^ among classical scholars in Great 
Britain, if there is to-day even in Germany, one who would pretend 
to solve the problems of - Greek and Eoman literatui'e upon the 
principles — if, indeed, they deserve to be called principles — of 
the higher criticism as applied to the Old and the New Testament 
Nobody, except perhaps Fatker Hardouin, the Jesuit, who dis- 
believed in the autlaenticity of all or nearly all the writings which 
hav'^ .come down to the moderJi world since the Eenaissance under 
the naiAes of the well-known Greek and Eoman authors, has 
rivalled the audacity of the Modernists. It is easy to show, and 
in some essays which I wrote a good many years ago I think I did 
show, that the evidence, for the books, at least of the Nevj Testa- 
ment, is considerably stronger than the evidence for the books 
of classical^ntiquity. But in the study of the Bible I was brought 
up at the feet of men, Jhonoured and revered, who were far 
removed from the spirit of the higher criticism, men like West- 
cott and Lightfoot and Ho|‘t; and from them I learned that 
the office of true critics is not to indulge their fancies in specula- 
tion upon the words which a person living many centuries ago 
would have been likely to use, not to accept some of liis recorded 
words and to reject others according to the canons of personal 
taste, but to search and weigh the evidence for his words and to 
accept or not accept them accordirig as the evidence is sufficient or 
insufficient, .and then to put upon the words so accredited the 
interpretation naturally suggested by common sense. External 
evidence, not subjective impression^ was the law of literaiay 
Qi;iti-cism as those great masters ^enforceij it. AncI, indeed, 
subjective criticism once usurps control in literature, where wil 
be the end? One critic, whoxan know little of human nature, 
ydll tell you that the same rsaln^st could not experience the 
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ydll tell you that the same rsaln^st could not experience th( 
-alternating moods of enthusiasm and depression or even of jq 
and sadness, as if the poet CVwper had not written both Th 
Strange Adventure of John Gilpin arid The Castaway, 0th 
critics will tell you that oiar Lord could not have spoken of 
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:inity, ^or that He ^coiild not have uttered His Jischatblogic 
ophecies', nay, that He couM not have spoken the parable 
ligal Son, ^ say, and I say advisedly, that, if subjec'' 
* ‘ " Inciple of Biblical exegesis, the G 
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as , credible authorities disappear, and the Person of oiir*Lord, as 
the Church has believedfand adored Him, vanishes. So com- 
petent a judge of history and so impartial a judge of Christian 
history as the late Sir John Seeley has declared, in Ecce Homo^ 
that, if the miraculous element in the life of our Lord is expunged « 
from the Gospels, He becomes a person no less mythical than * 
Hercules. But if the Jesus Christ of the Gospels is destroyed, 
who and what remains? I think I may claim to have read* 
every or almost every life of Jesus Christ which has been written 
in the last hundred years; and tlfere is not one of them which, 
if it is naturalistic, is to my mind, satisfactory. For if it is 
possible to criticise the Gospels, it is possible to disbelieve them ; 
but the one thing which is a she^ impossibility is to re-write 
them. 

It is one of the paradoxes which were accepted in European 
life before the great war that the^ Germans were tacitly, if not 
expressly, acknowledged to be the intellectual leaders of*Burope. 
Germany advertised itself; Germany eulogised itself; and, be- 
cause the Germans had three times proved themselves to be 
efficient in the art of war, they were assumed to be efficient in all 
other arts. But the Germans, although they are industrious, 
have never been a very clever people. A compari^pn between 
France and Germany, whether in liteirature or art or science or 
even in spirituality, will at once demonstrate the superiority of 
the French. Yet certain schools of English divines seemed to 
hang with breathless suspense upon the pronouncements of 
German theology. When Dr. Harnack published his book upon 
the authorship of the Acts of the Apostles, a book not containing, 

I think, a single argument which had not been advanced by 
English writers before him, his admission that the author was 
a medical man, and that medical man St. Luke, was acclaimed' 
as a triumph of orthodoxy. But German theologians are 
strangely ignorant of ail such critical or exegetical work as has. 
been done putside Germany. What is to be &id of Professor 
Julicher,'? who can discuss the commentators upon the fouitts^ 
Gospel without mentioning Bishop Westcott ; or the commentators- 
upon St. Paul’s Epistles without) mentioning Bishop Lightfoot? 
Nay, in the field of Christian apologetics so great a name as-. 
Bishop Butler’s is praptically unknown to Germany. 

. But the circumstances of intelfectual and still more of academi- 
cal life in Germany have tended iue-a remarkable degree to the- 
production of heretical, ''and 1 may say extravagant, writings. 
Whenever freedom of thought is prohibited in politics, it'teffid^ 
to run riot elsewhere. It is pretfcy-.sure -to’^be guilty of excess, in 
literature, above all in theology. Before the war it was a capital 
offence to say a word against the Kaiser; ^ut any one who was 
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a professor or, indeed, any one who was not a processor could say 
wliatever he liked to say against Jesus 4Jhrist. It is probable that 
every nation, like every individual, is partly Conservative, partly 
Eadical; and, as® in Great Britain political Eadicals have not 

* seldom been Conservatives in . academical or social life, so the 

♦ military discipline of Germany was counter-balanced by its 
speculative liberty. It was generally expected that a student of 

• theology looking forward to a professorial career would signalise 
himself by some novelty of hypothesis in the dissertation which 
he submitted with a view t(? his, academical degree. Such a 
student cofild easily achieve an ephemeral success, as indeed 
students have achieved it in Great Britain, by collecting ail the 
available evidence in suppoilf of his novel theory and ignoring 
all the evidence which told ag;^inst it. 

A familiar proverb indicates the danger of failing to see the 
wodS because of the trees. ®The higher critics are or would 
appear !o be at times so deeply occupied in watching for small 
particular features, such as contradictions or omissions, in a 
literary work that they lose sight of the effect which the work 
as a whole is calculated to produce. Let me then c^te two 
features of commanding significance. 

One is fhe history of the Jewish people. It is a history 
without parallel, without fival in the world. The few historians, 
such as the late Mr. Gold win Smith, who in their love of 
paradox have tried to prove that the Jews are only one among 
a good many outcast and nomad peoples, have signally failed. 
There is not, nor has there even been nor will there in all proba- 
bility ever be, a people comparable with the Jews in their 
historical continuity, their isolation, their privileges, their suffer- 
ings, their world-wide dispersion, their peculiarity of aspect and 
custom, and their complete refusal of assimilation to other 
peoples. Still as ever, in accordance with the prophetical 
words, they ‘‘ c^well alone ” and are ** not reckoned among the 
na tions.'' But Jewish history is inseparable from Jewish litera- 

*Ture. The Jews have been the most vigilant custodian^ of their 
own sacred books. They have literally guarded every jot and 
tittle of them all. They fave gladly endured persecution, 
martyrdom, rather than compromise*the authority or the sanctity, 
of those books. Let their adherence to the Sabbath Day, to 
the Passover, and to the distinction between clean and unclean 
meats be my witness. I sometimes think that God has provi- 
dentially kept the Jewish nation alive,* that it may by its very 
exfst^^nce confirm the substantial truth of the* Old Testament. 
For if tSe literature of Judaisjn falls, what is the truth of the 
Jewish people? If there was no migration' of Abraham, no 
sojourn in Egypt, no conquest of the land which is called holy 
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alike by Jews, by Christians and by Mohammedans ; ^no cap- 
tivity in Babylon, no age-^ong anticipation of the Messiah, then 
who are the Jews? Whence came they? What is the tritth 
of their history ? I venture to assert that, if cthe stories of the 
Patriarchs in the Book of Genesis are not extremely ancient 
stories, however the Book of Genesis may have assumed its. I 
present form, they defy every test of literary criticism. But 
it is not credible that the Jews should be and should always ^ 
have been mistaken as to the character or the origin of their own 
■ V:] sacred books. Does anybody tell i^ae that the Jews misconceived 
the relative dates of the Pentateuch and the Prophejjies? You 
might as well tell me that an Englishman could suppose Tennyson 
to be a poet of an earlier date tha^ Spenser or Chaucer. The- 
Jews knew, and they must have known, better than any German 
critic, which of their sacred bookf represented an earlier, and 
■ which a later, stage of their natii^nal history. I do not iijsist. 

;■ upon the details of a literature so ancient as the Hebrew; but 
. to me it seems that the Jews are sufficient witnesses to their 
. own literature, as that literature is to the anticipation of the- ' 

‘ Messiah and the advent of Jesus Christ is to the fulfilment of 
iflljl that airiicipation. * 

The fact is that the existence of the Jewish people confirms^ -‘.-i 
' ||'A,ihe Old Testament as the existence of the Christ® n Church 
confirms the New Testament. It ha^ been well 'said, and it 
' {.|;^should always be borne in mind, that the Church preceded the 
‘ ^ Gospels. If the Gospels and the Epistles and all the sacred 
writings of the New Testament were blotted out, it would still 
be necesary to account for the origin of the Christian Church. 

There are people who talk as if no task on earth were easier 
than the foundation of a Church. Why, there are only three 
great progressive religions in the world; and they are all pro- 
' .,perly Oriental. The West, with all its pride of achievement, has 
never been able to originate a religion. How, then, was the 
Christian .Church born ? ' How did it lift its head among its 
: enemies?^ How did it conquer the civilised nations of Greek 
and Borne? Everybody who knows Gibbon's famous five ex^ 

- pianatory causes of Christianity Ipiows that the judgment of a 
great historian may be warned by ' an unhappy prejudice. The^ 

Church of Christ dates back to Christ Himself, If Pie was 
human, it may fail; if He is Div^e, it cannot fa.il. Pie has not 
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plane. l^Iis words are no less miraculous than His works For 
what is the use of deriying that He w^jjJked on the sea or healed 
th^ sick or gave sight to the blind or even raised the dead to life, 
if it is true that tte lived Himself without sin, that Efe forgave 
the sins of others, that He could minister comfort to all the 
* weary and heavy-laden souls of earth, above all that He shall 
come again in the glory of His Father and the holy angels to 
, be the Judge of all the living and*the dead ? 

There is a danger that Modernism, like Agnosticism, may forget 
certain positive laws of hum^n nature. One of them, in the 
domain of ijeligion, is that, if a person does not hold one belief, 
he does and must practically hold the opposite belief. Belief is 
not a mathematical certainty^ it is the choice of one among two 
or more possibilities; it is the 'inclination of the logical scale to 
one side or the other. Tenilyson was fond of saying, “It is 
difficult to believe, but it is more difficult not to believe.’’ He 
meant, for example, that the* theistic position, difficult though 
it might be, was less difficult than the atheistic position. Agnos- 
ticism may not unfairly be described as intellectual cowardice, 
if not as intellectual impotence, because it refuses to pronounce 
a judgment in a domain where it is essential that a rational 
being such as man is should be a judge. It is impossible that 
such a being, finding himsell placed in a universe so orderly yet 
so wonderful as it is, should refrain from asking himself, How 
did it come into existence? Who was its author and what is 
his relation to myself and to all . other human beings? For if a 
man does not believe that there is a God, he believes that there 
is no God. If he does not act as believing in God, then he acts 
as disbelieving in God, Similarly, if a man does not believe that 
Jesus Christ was Divine as well as human, he believes, or prac- 
tically believes, that Jesus Christ was only human. Then he 
discards from his creed the supreme qualities which distinguish 
Jesus Christ from men who are only men. He discards also the 
supreme obligation of humanity to Jesu^ Christ. . The Modernist, 
I think, is open* to the same criticisms, fie will tell you whgJt 
•hr* does not believe; he will suggest grounds of doubt not of 

disbelief ; but he will not tell you what he does believe. Yet if 

he refuses to believe in the "Wrgin birth of Jesus Christ, then 
he believes that Jesus Christ was •born of human parents in 
The natural order. If he does not believe, that Jesus Christ rose 
in ms bodily p3;*esenee from th# grave, then he believes tliat 
^ody of Jesus Christ mouldered in the grave. If he does not 
elieve that Jesus Christ le'it the earth* by a mysterious proce; 
hich is theologically Ascension intp Heaven, then ’ 

ieves that Jesus Christ still ^liyes only in the sense in whi 
men who have ever been born, or at least all the redeem< 
Christ, five also afl^r death. It may be admitted that the phr 
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/‘He ascended into Heaven/' like the phrase He ^descended 
into Hell/’ is metaphorical, but at least the metaphor enshrines 
a vital truth. I have sometimes thought that, if Jesus Olirist 
was seen alive after His resurrection by !jKs disciples as the 
, Gospels narrate, then no account of His passing from the earthy 
could be more probable than that of the simple words “ 
cloud received Him out of their sight,” At ail events, the 
Modernists, standing face to face with the orthodox faith and*' 
creed of the Church, cannot justly maintain an attitude of 
neutrality ; they cannot say, as ^Professor Gardner says in his 
Expioratio Evangelica, that “ the open grave «»presents a 
problem which objective criticism can never solve.” For as the 
Jewish people survive to attest t^ie general truth of the Old 
Testament, so the Christian Churcjh survives to attest the general 
truth of the New Testament. it is not the New Testament 
but the Church which is the standing witness to Ohristiamity. 
The Church would exist if no single book of the New T*estament 
were existent to-day. Nay, the Church lies always behind the 
New Testament, behind the Gospels themselves. For nothing 
is more remarkable than that the faith, as appears in all the 
'New Testament, is always and everywhere the same; St. Paul 
in his Epistles shows no need of recommending the faith in its 
fundamental articles to his converts, wherever th% may be; 
but the faith is one and the Church is'* one everywhere, and there 
is everywhere one and the same attitude of devotion to Jesus 
Christ as Saviour and Lord. 

There is reason to think that Modernists tend to misrepresent 
or at least to misunderstand the nature of the Scriptural lan- 
guage, especially in the Old Testament. God is frequently de- 
picted there under the conditions of human nature. It is perhaps 
inconceivable during the childhood or youth of humanity that 
He should be depicted in any other way. But the language 
of such representation has long ceased to be literally accepted. 
No intelligent Jew can have imagined that God rose from His 
Fed early in the morning ; no such Jew can have supposed the 
mighty hand and the stretched-out arm of God to be other tlian" 
figurative expressions. Nobody can have taken the breath or the 
fire of His nostrils to be a literal fact. Similarly in the New 
Testament our Lord’s Ascension into Heaven, like His descent 
into Hades, was a phrase symboJ[ical of a certain spiritual experi- 
ence ; it was not a physical reality. Even to-day it is no less 
natural to speak of Heaven as ov^^r our heads, and Hell as 
beneath our feet, than iiT is to speak of the sun as rising in the 
morning and seating in the evening. The doctrine whjch Repre- 
sents our Lord as sitting at heavenly Father’s side or at 
His right hand no more iippKes . that God possesses a side than 
that He possesses a hand or an arm like a man. But if such 
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expressions^ as I have quoted were figurative or metaphorical, 
or just because they were figurative^ or metaphorical, they 
implied a reality lying behind them. The wrath of God was 
not less an awful verity because it did not show itself in His 
Ijiantling cheek and His burning eyes. The figure, it is 
disappeared; yet the fact remained. But, according to the 
Modernist theory of the Virgin birth and the Ascension and the 
ilesurrection, what does remain? Is it anything which dis- 
tinguishes Jesus Christ from the generality of mankind or any- 
thing which accounts for His personal influence upon His dis- 
ciples or .for»the creation and diffusion of His Church? It is 
impossible to help feeling that there is ail the difference between 
a metaphor which, like a veil, ^^povers a solemn truth and a meta- 
phor which covers nothing at all. The Eesurrecticn may 
or ■ may not have taken pl&e, as it is recorded to have 
takenui place in all the Gospels ; but if it did not so take 
place, ho^v did the earthly life of Jesus Christ differ in its end- 
ing from the life of any other human being? The Ascension 
too, may or may not have taken place, as it is recorded to have 
taken place in the Gospels ; but if not, how can Jesus Christ be 
said to be living now in any other sense than that in whi<?h 
men live after their deaths, a,nd how is He able to succour His 
Christians af He succoured St. Stephen in the hour of His 
martyrdom? How, too, is'^it legitimate or possible to offer Him 
the homage of worship and prayer ? 

Yet again the Modernists must, I am afraid, be said to 
deceive themselves, and at times to- deceive other people, by 
unnatural use of language. They freely speak of Jesus Christ 
as Divine ; they resent somewhat angrily, as the Dean of Carlisle 
has resented, the imputation that they do not believe in 
His Divinity- But when they speak of His Divinity, what do 
they mean by it? Do they mean that He is Divine only in the 
sense of being supremely excellent, as Eaphael may be called a 
divine painter or^ Shakespeare a divine poet? Or do they mean 
that He stood in a relation in which no other person who has 
Ti^d upon earth has ever stood to Almighty God? Was 
in fact only a Son of God, as all men are His sons, oi 
in a unique sense Son of^ 

It is here that the Modernists s^m to me to occupy 
the same, ground as the Positivists a generation ago. Eor 
Positivists, while they denied ftie truth of Christianity, were 
only too eager to employ ^Christian formulas and Christian 
phrases. The service which used to. be conducted by the late 
Dr, ^Obngreve in the so-called Church of Humility in Lamb's 
Conduit Street in London, was^ almost a parody of the Liturgy 
of .the Church of England. The grace of huma'^’ 
of humanity, and tSe fellowship of humanity 
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of the grace of our Lord Jesqs Christ and the love of God and 
the fellowship of the Holy Ghost, 

The Positivists profeSs, like the Christians, a belief in immor- 
tality ; but the immortality of the Positivists i^ not such an immor- 
tality as Christians have always conceived, i.e., the unending 
survival of personality. It is no more than an immortality ch 
remembrance; and such an immortality, so far from being a 
guarantee for the reward of the good, and the punishment of thj^ 
evil in the future life, lies and must lie open to the suspicion 
that posterity may forget and ignore its benefactors, or may 
never recognise who they had been, or, worst of ^11, may mis- 
judge its enemies or its benefactors, as often happens in life, 
and may even mistake its benefactors for its enemies. 

It is well that writei's and speakers should deal honestly with 
themselves and with the world, r Words, as Bacon hinted long 
ago, are only too likely to recoil upon the persons who use 
them. Nothing is gained, and '^everything may be lost, ^f the 
representatives of difeent modes of thought use the same 
language, but use it in wholly different senses. 

It may be worth while to say a word upon the question of 
■ evidence. For critics of the Bible and of. the revelation which 
the Bible enshrines do not seem always to treat the question of 
evidence fairly. It is, of course'', possible to declare, in the 
spirit of Hume's famous canon, that miracles cannot occur or 
cannot deserve to be believed, because it is more probable that , 
the evidence for a miracle should be false than that the miracle ' 
itself should be true. But such a declaration, if it is made, is 
tantamount to a denial of God; for if there is a living God, there 
can be no doubt that He can, if He will, alter or affect the course 
of Nature, or, to speak -more accurately, He can reveal the 
coarse of Nature in a new light. The theory of Einstein, if it is 
accepted, is a departure from the theory of Sir Isaac Newton 
or a modification of his theory in relation to the natural 
universe. ^ For a miracle may be not contrary to Nature, but, 
-as Augustine defines it, contrary to Nature as*man has hitherto 
conceived ^ature. But upon Hume's canon a miracle, 
hypidhesi it should occur, could not be believed. No evidence 
would be sufficient to prove it. w so, then the argument that the 
evidence is insufficient to jj«stify belief is hardly straightforward, 
when no evidence possible or imaginable would be sufficient 
prove it. A good many years ago I asked a distinguished agnostic 
professor in the University of Cambridge what amount of evi- 
dence would satisfy hi:qi that suclf an event as our Lord's 
Resurrection had taken place. He did not answer, and I do 
not think he could answer, my ouestfcn. But k^o points 
are easily established. One is tRat the evidence' for the authen- 
ticity of the books of the New Testament im far stronger than the 
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corresponding evidence for the authenticity o-f the books of 
classical literature. The other is that t^e critics of the Bible 
and ot the New Testament particularly are sometimes disposed 
to acquiesce in comparatively slight evidence for a scientific 
theory and to demand unreasonably strong evidence for the 
story of the Gospel. I do not profess to speak'as a man of 
science ; but I have long felt that the absence of the missing link. 

it has been called, i.e., the gap occurring between man and the 
ant]iro])oid ape or tlie animal next in order to him, just at the point 
where the gap ought most easiljr to be bridged, as it might be 
anticipated the animals next in chronological order to matt 
would, next to man himself, be the most freqi’ently discoverable, 
is a weakness in the evolutionary doctrine. The Piltdown^ skull, 
although I was present when a learned professor expounded its. 
significance to the British Association, was and is in my eyes an 
unsubstantial basis for the elaborate superstructure which was 
built upon it. But what is to said now when the world of 
science has been lately called to reconstruct its doctrine of man's- 



The Incarnation of Jesus Christ is indeed a mirafcle; nay, it 
is the miracle of miraofles. But, if it is believed, it carries with 
it the possibility of other miracles, especially the miracles of His 
own life. It would be wrong to pretend that these miracles are 
^11 supported by equal evidence or all equally affect His Divinity, 
There can be no reason why criticism should not carefulJV 
scrutinise the documents which attest His miracles. His Besur- 
rection is clearly more important to the Christian Church, arfd 
therefore to the Christian faith, than His birth of a Virgin 
Mother. But Christians, who^believe His Incarnation, will not 
be prone to disbelieve His Virgin birth ; for the «iesser miracle 
is, as it W'ere, involved in the greater. Mirahilis mirahiliter natus 
■est, as Augustine says; His bir^h was miraculous, because He 
was Himself miraculous. The denial of His miracles, then, is so 
far, but only so far, serious, as it imports the denial of His 
Divinity. It is a fair demandf^ then, that a writer or thinker 
who rejects the miracle of the Incarnation, and therefore rejects 
all other miracles of Christ's life, because he rejects the miracu- 
lous element in human nature no less than in Nature itself, 
should explicitly state his position. 

But Modernism, in so far as^it assimilates Jesus Christ to 
common humanity, entails a loss of which Modernists seem to 
be often unaware. The new interpretation of the Christian creeds 
may be said to eviscerate them of their spiritual value. Not 
seldom it is more destructive than Socinianism, at least the 
‘Socinianism of Paustus Socinus himself. Por if the pre-exist- 
ence of Jesus Christ before His human birth is denied, then the 
Incarnation is not a voluntary act of self-humiliation evincing 
the Divine sympathy with human kind. If the superhuman 
powers of Jesus Christ are denied, then His life loses the im- 
pressive dignity of the self-restraint- which made Him unwilling 
to use for Plimself the powers which He used, although under 
severe limitation, for others. If His crucifixjpn was inevitable, 
""or, in other words, if He had no power to lay down His life and 
to take it again, or if the legions of angels would not at^HTs 
bidding have sped to His deliverance, then the sacrifice upon the 
Cross is robbed of the spell w^H^ch has in all the Christian cen- 
turies appealed to the heafts and transfigured the lives of innu- 
merable men and womem If there was no Eesurrection, and 
His body when it had been faid in the earth remained there 
like the bodies of all other hum^n beings, then His Church 
was built upon a chimera, and it becomes necessary to account 
for the motive* which within a few days converted His disCiples 
from apostates into apostles., agd nervecfthem with*a strength, 
a zeal, a confidence, and a devotion adequate to the evangelisation 
of the world. • 
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To conclude my paper, then; I believe that Modernism is a 
retrograde an5 not a progressive movement. I believe that it 
tends 'to materialise man's view of the universe, at a time when 
science itself is begin^ning to spiritualise that view. I believe that 

is inconsistent with the realities both of Jewish and of Christian 
history. I believe that it is critically unscientific, as it is 
religiously undevotional. And I believe that Christianity must be 
uciderstood and embraced either in the sense of the ancient 
Catholic creeds, or that it cannot be understood and embraced at 

all. 

The Chairman, in proposing a vote of thanks to the lecturer,, 
voiced the general feeling of the meeting by emphasising the 
value and importance of the paper, to which he added weighty 
words of confirmation. This vote was seconded by the l^v., 
Prebendary Fox and passed by acclamation. 

A v§te of thanks to the Ghaiiman was then proposed by Dr. 
A. T. Schdfield. 

Lieut. -Colonel Mackiniay said, I have much pleasure in second- 
ing the vote of thanks to our Chairman. Bishop Welldon has- 
given us a very admirable paper torday, we are thankful for 
his scholarship and for his adherence to the plain straight- 
forward meaii^ing of the worfls of the Bible. We are most 
thankful also to Dean Wa^e, the Chairman of the day, and 
now our honoured President. The weighty words of the two, 
to whom we have listened to-day, give a very practical denial to 
the shallow criticisms of some who say that those who hold to the 
old beliefs are either ignorant and unlearned, or else intellectually 
dishonest. 

Dean Waoe has helped the Victoria Institute very much for 
many years as one of our Vice-Presidents, and now he has 
crowned his efforts for us by accepting the office of President. 
His career is well known. I have been in the habit for the past 
year or two of reading to a blind clergyman, and some months 
ago- he selected Dean Wace’s searching replies to , Professor- 
Hiitley's fallacies. These were written a good many yea^s ago, 
but they are still most valuable, as the situation nowadays with 
the Professors is very similar tcf|what it then was with Huxley. 
The Dean has ever since valiantly and learnedly contended suc- 
cessfully for the truth, and he has couragyeously opposed those 
who have given way to the uncerftiin changing beliefs of the day. 

We rejoice that we have ^uch a President, who is endowecT 
with spiritual-mindedness, influence, learning, common sense and 
a savihg sense of humour; may he be long spared to fill his 
important and responsible post. Let us all loyally support him,, 
and may the Lord abundantly bless all Eds efforts. 
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1921 Pibel, W. H., Esq. E.B.S.A. 

1916 Piesse, Mrs. A. E., P.B.S!A. 
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A.EJ.B.A. 

1914 Wetherfield, David A. E., Esq. 

1903 fWhidborne, Miss Alice M. 

1899 Wigram, Eev, CanO'aE.'*E. E., M.A. 
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Curteis, Miss* Ethel Louisa. 










•mm 



mmM 


19181F*'Dale, William, Esq. P.S.A. E.G.S. ^ # 
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i;; * 1916 Pairhurst, Eev. John, William, M.A. Oxon. B.D, Lond. 

' - 1899 iParquharson, Mrs. B. G. 

' 1914 Fitzgerald, Thomas, Esq. 

' -' v 1920 Fleming, Miss Mary E., B.A. M.A. M.D. 

1889 tPLORiDA, The Eight Eev. E. G. Weed, D.D. S.T.D 
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1911 Hawtayne, W, C. C., Esq. M.I.E.B. 
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1885* i^Payne, J. A. Otonba, Esq. E.E.G.S. Chi^ Eegistrar and 
♦Taxing Master of the Supremfe Court of Lagos. 

1894 Peake, Professor A. S., Si. A. D.D. Oxon. Fell. Merton, 
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1922 Pollock, Rev. J. M., M.A. Durham. 
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1922 Procter, John 0., Esq. 
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The Personal Influence of Great Commanders in the Past. By Major- 
General Sir George K. Scott-Moncrieff, K.C.B., K.C.M.G., O.I.E. 
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F,L.S. 

The One in The^iMany, and The Many in The One. By Professor H. 
Langhorne Orchard, M.A,, B.Sc. 

Tlr? -Mosaic Calendar, as a mean.s of dating approximately certain Ancient 
Writings. ,,By E. Walter M.aunder, Esq,, F.R.A.S. , 

^ VOt% LT^. 

Annual Address. Freedom and Discipline. Tgy the Very Rev. W. R. 
Inge, B.D., Dean of St. PauTs^ 

The Rained Cities of Palestine, East and West of the Jordan (with 
plates). By Arthur W. Sutton, Esq.,, J.P,, F.X^.S. 
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VOL. LIU. * 

Annual Address. The Old Testament and the Present State of Criticism. 
By the Very Rev. H. Wace, D.D..^ean of Canterbury. 

Human Psychology — Experimentally Considered. By Davib Anderson- 
Beery, Esq., M.D., LL.D. 
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OBJECTS. 


^HB objects of this Society, found?d in the year 1865, are:- 


T I 

First. — To investigate, in a reverent spirit, important questions of Philosophy 
and Science, especially those bearii^ upon Holy Scripture. 

Second. — ^^To arrange for addresses from men who have themselves contributed to 
progress Science and Eeseareh, and t^s to bring the Members and Associates of the 
Institute into fiirect touch with the latest advances. 


Third, — In humble faith in one Eternal God, Who created all things good, to 
combat the unbelief now prevalent by directing attention to the evidences of the Divine 
care for man that are supplied by Science, History, and Eeligion. 
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HE Papers read before and eventually published by the Society are of 
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1. — Original contributions to knowledge. 

2. — Essays on important questions of Philosophy and Sdence. 


The Volume of Transactions accordingly contains under the first head Papers that 
have been either supplied by experts of acknowledged authority, or have been guaran- 
teed by such experts as suitable to the publications of a learned Society. 


In publishing papers under the second head the Society does not commit itself to 
the opinions expressea by the authors. 
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MEf TINGS. 


HE Meetings, of which due notice is given, are held -at 1, Central Buildings, 
Westminster, S.W. 1, at Half-pa^t Four o’clock in the afternoon, generally 
on the First and Third Mondays of the Months from December to June 
inclusive. -• 


Jiibrary, Heading and Writing Eoom are open, for,»the use of the Members, 
from ten till four. (Saturdays till two). 


The Secretary mill he glad .to Menifysrs or Associates at the. Office hy 
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1 

^ 192 . 

f9 ■ ' 

I hereby desire to he enrolled a of th§ 

Victoria Institute, or Philosophical Society of Great Britain. 

* Bere insert xohether as Vice-Patron, Member, or Associate. (If for life, state so.) r 

Candidate's Title and j ~~ ■ ^ 

Name in full [ • 


Profession^ University, degree. Sc., 


or other distinction. 


Address : 

df Author, the name of the Can- 
didate^s works may be here stated. 

Nominated by ' » 

When filled, this form should be sent — 

To the Secretary of the Victoria Institute, 

1, Central Buildings, Westminster, S.W. 1. 


MEMBERS AND ASSOCIATES. 

• The Annual Subscription is Two Guineas for Member! ; One Guinea for 
Associates. Or, in^iieu of Annual Subscription, the payment of Twenty Guinns will 
constitute a Life, Member, or of Ten Guineas a Life Associate. 

Both Members and Associates receive the Annual Volume of the Transactions, 
post free, but Members alone are eligible to vote in the election of the Council, or in 
determining any question at a General IVJ^etiT^. ^ 

[It is to be understood, that only such as are professedly Christians are entitled to 
become Memhers.’] • 

. m ■ ' 

uSubscriptions are payable to the credit of the “ Victokia Institute” at 
“Barclay’s Bank,” 1, Pal^ Mall East, B.W. 1., or may be remitted to the Secretary, at 
the Office. Post Office Orders (on General Post Office) or Cheaues should be made 
payable to “ Victoria Institute or order” and crossed “ Barclay d? Co.” • * 

‘ ♦ 

All Enquiries or CprFespondenc^hould be addressed to the 
^ , Hon. Secretary, W. Hoste.-# 






